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Ralph N. Warner, jr., to be postmaster at Haverford, in the
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania.

Abram M. Morrison, to be postmaster at Ennis, in the county
of Ellis and State of Texas.

Carrie E. Hoke, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
FRIDAY, June 27, 1902,

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HExry N. Coupex, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, -its reading
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendmfmtsa
bill of the House (H. R. 15108) making appm{)mtmns to su
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending Ju
30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes.

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the ’s table the bill H. R. 15108, the general de-
ficiency bill, and ask that the House disagree to all of the Senate
amendments and ask for a conference thereon.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks utnanimous
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 15108,
the general deficiency bill, and that the House disagree to the
amendments of the Senate -and ask for a conference thereon. Is
thera objection?

EXANDER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
Jact I would ask the gentleman from Illinois FMr Caxxon] if it
goes to a conference at once if he will allow a separate vote to
be taken nupon the Buffalo Exposition amendment when it comes
back from conference?

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman
from New York that I have not the power to deny a separate
vote if Iwould. Now, then,if the Senate is in earnest in placing
on this amendment for the Pan-American Exposition, I have no
doubt that the ent will be stbmitted to the House. I
want to be fair with the gentleman, and I would state that so far
as I am concerned as an individual member of the House I am
against the proposition; but when the disagreement is reported
the gentleman can makehis motion, and if the Senateisin earnest
abont it there will be a disagreement if Iam one of the conferees
and my brethren agree with me.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Then, with the understanding that if it
comes back from conference there will be an opportunity to take
a rate vote on this amendment—

r. CANNON. Wh “{d I could not cut the gentleman off from
a se te vote if I wo
. ALEXANDER. Would the gentleman from Illinois be
wﬂ]mg to consider it now, to have a vote taken to agree to the
Buffalo amendment?

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has that power. I suppose he
could call up any one of these amendments, My judgment is, I
would say to him, that there is more expedition in the course
that I have asked unanimous consent for,

Mr. ALEXANDER. Very well.

Mr. CANNON. But t.hatm only my judgment, and the gen-
tleman could e his own course,

Mr. ER. Very well

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The Chair announced the following conferees on the part of
the House: Messrs. CANNON, BARNEY, and LIVINGSTON.
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ELIZABETH A. TURNER.

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker,I call up a conference report
on the bill (8. 5856) granting an increase of pension to Eliza
A. Turner, and ask unanimons consent that the reading of the
report may be dispensed with and the statement be read in its

place.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a confer-
ence report, and asks unanimous consent to dispense with the
reading of the report and that the statement be read.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is the report about?

Mr. BROMWELL. A conference report on a pension bill.

'gle SPEAKER. Without objection, this course will be pur-
suned.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7442.

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker,I move the adoption of the

reli%rb.
e SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Ohio. A

The question was taken, and the report adopted.

ADELAIDE G, HATCH.

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I callup a conference report
on the bill (8. 3320) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide
G. Hatch, and ask unanimous consent that the reading of the
b be dispensed with and that the statement be read.

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up the con-
ference report and asks unanimous consent that the reading of
the report be dispensed with and the statement be read. With-
out objection this course will be pursued.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7442.

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the

report.
R‘?}B SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference

report.
;Exe report was agreed to.
CLARA W. M'NAIR.

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report
on the bill (8. 1225) granting an increase of pension to Clara W.
McNair, and ask unanimous consent that the reading of the re-
port be dispensed with and that the statement be read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio calls up a confer-
ence report and asks unanimous consent that the reading of the
report be dispensed with and that the statement be read. With-
out objection, this course will be pursued.

There was no objection. 2

The Clerk read the statement, to be found on page 7442,

Mr. BROMWELL., Mr, Speaker, I move the adoption of the
conference relgort. ;

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Ohio to agree to the conference report.

The question was taken, and the report agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading
clerk, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2295) tempo-
rarily to provide for the administration of the affairs of civil gov-
ernment in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes, had
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LopGe, Mr. ALLISON,
and Mr. CULBERSON as conferees on the part of the Senate.

CLAYTON P. VAN HOUTEN,

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re-
port on the bill (S. 5506) granting an increase of pension to
Clayton P. Van Houten,

The conference report and statement were read.

(For conference report and statement see page 7442.)

The conference report was :

On motion of Mr, BROMWELL, a motion to reconsider the
votes by which the several conference reports were adopted was
laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS MONONGAHELA RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the hill
(8. 4611) to authorize the West Elizabeth aud Dravosburg Bridge
y to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monon-
ghe a River, in the State of Pennsylvania, being similar to a
ouse bill favorabl reg)rbed and not requiring consideration in
Committee of the Whole. i
The bill was read. It provides that the West Elizabeth and
Dravosburg Bridge Company, a corporation organized under the

laws of the State of Pennsylvania, is hereby authorized to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Monongahela
River between a point on the eastern side of said river, at or near
groperty of the Glassport Brick Company, in the borough of

ort Vue, in the county of Allegheny, and a point on the western
side of said river, in the township of Jefferson, in said county, on
property of the Monongahela River Consolidated Coal and Coke
Company, fronting on the public road, known as the river road,
between Dravos and West Elizabeth.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

By unanimous consent, the bill H. R. 12706, being the corre-
sponding House bill, was ordered to lie on the table.

PROMOTIONS AND RETIREMENTS IN THE ARMY,

Mr. MONDELL., Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs to call up a privileged resolution,
No. 284, g

The SPEAKER. Theiigentleman from Wyoming, from the
Committee on Military Affairs, calls up a privileged resolution,
which the Clerk will report.

The resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in-
form the House of Representatives of the number of promot{:ms made in the
Army since the 1st day of April, 1808, of officers, together with their names
and , who have been retire thin one year of their last promotion
with a higher grade than that held at the time of their promotion, and the
said SBecretary of War is also directed to report to the House of Representa-
tives the additional cost to the Government by reason of these promotions
and retirements. .

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to understand
this resolution. I do not know why it is privileged.

The SPEAKER. It is a seven-day resolution of inquiry.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A resolution of inguiry ad-
dressed to the head of a department?

Mr. MONDELL. A resolution of inqni% addressed to the Sec-
retary of War, and I am instructed by the Committee on Military
Affairs to move that the resolution be adopted.

The resolution was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, PIERRE, S. DAK.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 140582) to

rovide for the construction of a bridge by the Duluth, Pierre and
s la]:()::k Hills Railroad Company across the Missouri River, at Pierre,

The bill was read. It provides that the Duluth, Pierre and
Black Hills Railroad Company, a corporation duly organized
under the general incorporation laws of the State of South Da-
kota, its successors and assigns, is hereby anthorized to construct
and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the
city of Pierre, Hughes County, 3. Dak., and also to lay on and
over said bridge a railway track or tracks for the passage of
railway trains; and said corporation may construct and main-
tain ways for wagons, carriages, and foot passengers, chargin
and receiving such reasonable tolls therefor as may be approve
from time to time by the Secretary of War.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time;
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, a motion to re-
consider the last vote was laid on the table.

COURT OF APPEALS, ATLANTA, GA,

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (8. 5383) providing that the
circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial circuit of the United
States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the

| city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in

| October in each year,

The bill was read. .

The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judi-
ciary were read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. FLEMING, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table,

GEORGE H. PAUL.

Mr. OTJEN. Mr.'Bpea.ker I ask unanimous consent for the

present consideration of the bill I send to the desk.
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The Clerk read as follows:
A bill (8. 1049) to authorize the Secretary of the Nni:‘y to appoint George H.
Pa t e Navy.

ul a warrant machinist in th

Be it enacted, efc., That the SBecretary of the Navy is hereby authorized
to appoint George H. Paul to fill an original vacancy in the 100 warrant ma-
chinists in the Navy, authorized by section 14 of the act approved March 8,
1899, entitled **An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the n-
nel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States,” notwithstandi %‘ he
was about seven months beyond the age limit at the time of examination
he having passed the examination, near the top of the list, under a misap
prehension as to the age limit, and ha served twelve months at the Na
val Academy and four years atsea in the Governmentservice asan engineer

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some explanation as to
what this bill does and the necessity for it. I ask for order, that
we may hear the gentleman.

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, this young man took the examina-
tion for a warrant machinist, and after he had taken the exami-
nation it was found that he was seven months over the age limit.
The Secretary of the Navy recommends that he be appointed.
The bill has passed the Senate, and it has been recommended by
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There are no peculiar rea-
sons for the action?

Mr. OTJEN. He passed a very high examination and stands
very nearly at the top of the list. He has served one year in the
Naval Academy. He has had four years of sea experience, and
the Secretary of the Navy is holding one of these places open for
him, and on account of his high examination and experience rec-
ommends his appointment.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not like this matter of
special legislation, Mr. Speaker, and without further understand-
ing the matter I shall object to its consideration.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.
Subse%nently,
The SPEAKER. The Chairis advised that the gentleman from

Tennessee has withdrawn objection to the bill called up by the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. OTJEN].

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I made the
objection. After an examination of the bill, so far as I am con-
cerned, I have no further objection to its consideration.

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection?

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object?

Mr. MOON. Ido.

The SPEAKER. Objection is again made.

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. er, by instruction of the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce I desire to ask nnani-
mous consent for the consideration of the bill (8. 2162).

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 2162) to increase the efficiency and change the name of the United
States Marine-Hospital Service.

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States Marine-Hospital Service shall
hereafter be knownand designated as the Public Health and Marine-Hospital
Service of the United States, and the Supervising Surgeon-General and the
officers now or hereafter commissioned under the act of Jan 4, 1889, en-
titled **An act to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of
the United States,” and acts amendatory thereof, shall hereafter be known

as the 8 n-General, surgeons, passed assistant sur and assistant
% the Public Healqu Marine- tal Se:i‘:iocgs’ of the Unjtgd

8 0 H
Emml%tbing in this act contained shall be held or construed to discharge
any of the officers above named, or any of the ac assistant surgeons,

pharmacists, and other employees of the Marine-Hospital Service, or to de-
prive any officer of his oamm{ssmn or _the benefits derived by longevity of
service. The care of sick and disabled seamen and all other duties now re-
quired by lawto be hperformed _b%the Marine-Hospital Service shal
after be performed by the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, and
all funds and appropriations now provided by law for use
Hospital Service and all properties and rights pertaining to said service shall
be available for use for like and in like manner, under the Treasury
Department, by the Public th and Marine-Hospital Service.

£¢. 2. That the salary of the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and
Marine-Hospital Service shall be 5,000 per annum, and the salaries and al-
lowances of the commissioned medical officers of said service shall be the
same as now provided by regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service.

SEcC. 3. That commissioned medical officers, when detailed by the Surgeon-
General for duty in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Burean at Wash-
ington, D. C., in charge of the administrative divisions thereof, namely, ma-
rine hospitalsand relief, domestic gnarantine, foreign and insnmrgunrantine.
personnel and accounts, sanitary reports and statistics, and scientific research,
shall, while thus serving, be assistant surgeons-general of the Public Health
and Marine-Hospital Bervice, but their pay and allowances shall be the same
as now provided by regulations of the Marine-Hospital Service for officers in
charge of said divisions; and the senior officer thus serving shall be the as-
sistant within the meaning of section 178, Revised Statutes of the United
States: Provided, however, That no such officer shall be detailed in charge of
said divisions who is below the rank of passed assistant surgeon.

SEc. 4. That the President is authorized, in his discretion, to utilize the
Public Health and Marine-Hospital S8ervice in times of threatened or actual
war tosuch extent and in such manner as shall in his jud&ment gromoto the
public interest without, however, in any wise impairin e efficiency of the
service for the purpeses for which the same was created and is maintained.

SEc. 5. That there shall be an advisory board for the hfgientc laboratory
provided by the act of Congmaa a}i) ved March 8, 1901, for consultation
with the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service

relative to the investigations to be inaugurated, and the methods of conduct-
ing the same, in said laboratory. Said board shall consist of three competent
exgerts, to be detailed from the Army, the Navy, and the Bureau of Animal
Industry by the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon-General of the
Nav&r, and the Secretary of Agriculture, respectively, which e ts, with
the director of the said laboratory, shall be ex officio members of the board
and serve without additional compensation. IFive other members of
board shall be appointed by the Surgeon-General of the Public Health and
Marine-Hospital Service, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, who hall be skilled in laboratory work in its relation to the public
health, and not in the regular employment of the Government. The said five
members shall each receive compensation of $10 per diem while serving in
conference, as aforesaid, to%ether with allowance for 1 and necessary
traveling expenses and hotel expenses while in conference. Baid conference
is not to exceed ten days in any one fiscal year. The term of service of the
five members of said board, not in the regular employment of the Govern-
ment, first appointed shall be g0 arranged that one of said members shall re-
tire each year, the subsequent appointments to be for a period of five years.
Appointments to fill vacancies occurring in a manner other than as above
Egvided shall be made for the unexpired term of the member whose place
become vacant. 2

8E0. 6. That there shall bcap%:lnted by the Surgeon-General, with the
approval of the Secretary of the whenever, in the opinion of the
Surgeon-General, commissioned medical officers of the Public Health and
Marine-Hospital Service are not available for this duty by detail, competent
persons to take charge of the divisions, respectively, of chemistry, zoology,
and phamm}lr;f‘y the hygienic laboratory, who shall each receive such
pay as shall be fixed by the Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Sec-
retary of the Treasury. The director of the said laboratory shall be an of-
ficer detailed from the corps of commissioned medical officers of the Public
Health and Marine—Hoe-E‘;Ei{tni Seryice, as now provided by regulations for said
detail from the Marine-Hospital Service, and while thus serving shall have
the pafy and emoluments of a surgeon: Provided, That all commissioned offi-
cers of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service not below the 8
of passed assistant surgeon shall be eligible to assignment to duty in ¢ ]
of the said divisions of the hygienic laboratory, and while serving in such
ca it¥ shall be entitled to the pay and emoluments of their rank.

SEC. 7. That when, in the opinion of the Surgeon-General of the Public
Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United Sta the interests of the
public health would be ymmoted by a conference of said service with State
or Territorial boards of health, guarantine authorities, or State health of-
ficers, the District of Columbia included, he may invite as many of said health
and quarantine authorities as he deems necessary or gr:gg:r to send dele-

tes, not more than one from each State or Territory an trict of Colum-

in, to said conference: Pro d, That an annual conference of the health
authorities of all the States and Territories and the District of Columbia
shall be called, each of said States, Territories, and the District of Columbia
to be entitled to one delegate: And provided further, That it shall be the duty
of the said Surgeon-General to call a conference upon the application of not
less than five State or Territorial boards of health, quarantine anthorities, or
State health officers, each of said States and Territories joining in such re-
quest to be r?mmtad by one delegate.

SEC. 8. That to secure uniformity in the registration of mortality, mor-
bidity, and vital statistics it shall be the duty of the Surgeon-General of the
Publi¢ Health and Marine-Hospital Service, after the annual conference re- |
quired by section 7 to be callggto repare and distribute suitable and nee-
essary forms for the collection and compilation of such statistics, and said
statistics, when itted to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Bu-
reau on said forms, shall be compiled and published by the Public Health
:;11:{1‘ Marine-Hospital Service as a part of the health reports published by

Serwion: 2

Sec. 9. That the President shall from time to time ribe rules for the
conduct of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital vice. He shall al
prescribe n‘:;_c}gnlationg cting its internal a tion and discipline,
and the uniforms of its officers and empl(glee& It shall be the duty of the
Surgeon-General to transmit annually to the Secretary of the Treasury, for
transmission by said Secretary to Con a full and complete report of
the transactions of said service, including & detailed statement of receipts
and disbursements.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous
consent? £

The SPEAKER. It is.

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think that bill is too im-
portant a measure to be considered by unanimous consent with-
out going into Committee of the Whole, and I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I call up the Philip-
pine government bill, and move that the House insist upon its
amendments disagreed to by the Senate and agree to the con-
ference asked.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that
the House insist on its amendments to the Philippine govern-
ment bill and agree to the conference asked by the Senate.

The guestion was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: Mr. COOPER
of Wisconsin, Mr. PAYNE, Mr, CRUMPACKER, Mr. JONES of Vir-
ginia, and Mr. MADDOX.

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE.
Mr. JENKINS, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference

report.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 493) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a code of law
for the District of Columbia.”

The SPEAKER. The report and statement will be printed,
under the rule.

The report is as follows:

The committee of conference on the eeing votes of the two Houses on

the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 493) to amend an
act entitled ‘“An act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,"
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met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and
ve Houses as follows:
ent to the amendment of the

In amendment, 1, line 8, strike out **four ™ and insert “six.”
fol?: ssmxaomm'rm 15, inclusive, and in lieu thereof insert the
W

“And mid supreme court shall from time to time divide the said district
into subdistricts and prescribe the place in each subdistrict where the jus-
ﬁcu thsraof shall have his office for the transaction of business, and ma;
‘boundaries of such subdistricts and the localities of the offices

usg{'c':s es therein from time to time as the volume and convenience of the
may require. No justice of the peace durin, h.is term of office shall
engage in the practice of the law, subject to the ty of removal from his
. & ‘When the number of such justices of the peace shall be reduced by
death, resignation, or expiration of term of service, or otherwise, to six, the
numherofsnch;nshcaso! the ce shall be six only, and if the number
shall not be reduced to six unti heex;nrsﬁnnatthatarmufthapreaent
juséwes &h&ml)nl!‘ﬂixfﬂmmﬂ en be filled.”™
n strike out line

On ?p:ga 5, line 18, after * President," insert “by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate.”

On page 14, line 19, strike out * drunkards™ and insert *‘any person.”

On line 8, after ** com on,™ insert “at the rate of $4.000 per
annum; " and in line 10, after the word ** wills,” add the following proviso:

BR

-

‘And pmmled Jurther, That the employees of said office shall not be in
-~ excess of the number ¥ necessary for the proper conduct of the office
of said register of wills.”

On page 32, line 25, strike out ** five" and insert “ fifth."
On page 35, line 25, strike out “ live** and insert ** life.”
Onpa%ebﬂstnkaonthmﬁm and 25; a.ndonpage 57 strike out lines 1

and 2, and in lien ther insert the follo %

“ Sk, 1003a, Whenever the co shnllbeutisﬂad that the produc-
ing & witness has been taken by surprise bythe such witness
such party L in thediscretzonntthemm allo to prove, for the

onl{ a:factmgt.hacredxbillt{lof the witness, that the witness has
o to suc or to his attorney statements substantially variant from
his sworn ny about material in the cause; but before such.”

On‘g:q? #1, line 1, strike out “mchpersonorooma * and insert “the

%m&. llg‘a‘l.rikeout "rom_-"andiglm“ﬁw o =

after *court,” “holding an o T iy
line 18, after thav:nrd mkntradﬁ“'l‘hacourtshlelqhampom.mlm
dlwleh‘k) B ar ol Suc.

On “mﬁg w;ﬁt“hnespandmsert“linesSand&”

e agree same,
JOHN J. JENKINS,
SAML. W. SMITH,
W.8.CO
.Himagersmtkpaﬂoft House.
J. C. PRITCHARD,
W. P. DILLINGHAM
THOMAS S. MARTIN,
Managers on the part of the Senafe.

The statement is as follows:

Statement of the managers on partuttheﬂomatmnmn!eremeonthe
hﬁhﬂgm votes of the twuﬂnumonthaamendmenhof House to

8. “A.nmwnnmndanm:‘tenhﬂed *An act to establish a code
of law for the District of Columbia.*"

the House,
tromoﬁoegmhar

second amendmen Foﬂdmtor hnsesinthem‘hdmmcme-
sponﬂwithth reduction ﬂmmherot
o SHird sanundmant s veessetiont ol &emdeuitis.i pmsentﬂme

peamsilon tin tobawti?sﬁnedbytwﬂanate
ALl COm ne
The fifth amendment is simply a changa in legal ph 'Im
The sixth amendment es that mp]nyees of office of the
r of wills shall ba rastricmd to the number actually ne to t.he
proper conduct of that office, and makes the com; tion of this
correspond with that received by the register of and the clerk 0! t.he
8 me court of the District of Columbia,
e further amendmentsare simply verbal, or changesin the legal phrase-

OlogY. JOHN J. JENKINS,

SAML. W. SMITH,
W. 8. COWHERD,
Managers on the part of the House.

AUTOMATIC CAR COUPLERS.

Mr. WANGER. Mr. r, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 15144) to amend an act entitled “An act to promote the safety
+  of employeesand travelers upon by com: common earriers
eng-nged{n terstate eommerce to equip their cars with antomatic coup-
lers and continuous brakes and their Inoomohvea with driving-wheal
brake:];:‘ and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, and amended

Be it ena:ﬁzd efe., That the provisions and requirements of the actsntxt.led
“An act to promote the safaty of employees a':g travelers upon railroads iy
compelling common carriers en in interstate commerce to equip the
cars with automatic couplers ami continuous brakes and their locomotives
with driving-wheel trakes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1803,
andmended April 1. 1504, shall be held to apply to common curriersbymﬂl
roads o v steam power in the Territories and the District of Cohun
bia; a tlm prov. ialnns and requirements hereof, and of said acts relati
aunt matic couplers, grab irons, and the height . of drawbars, shall be to
apply to all lmumotIres. tenders. cars, and similar vehicles used on rail-
roa.dy eam power n%n.gsd in interstate commerce, and in the
Territoﬁes and {ha District of Columbia, and to all other locomotives, ten-
dars. CATS, nnd mmilnr vehicles used in connection therewit-h. excepting those
and motives exempted by the p ns of mﬂm&ofsﬂid
of March 2 as amended by theact of April 1 5% lm and the nﬁn‘

or hnnd holds}n the ends of locomotives and tenders shall exte
length of the end sills thereof, and shall extend upward at least 4 Mhudm.r
of any obstruction.

SEC. 2. That whenever, as provided for in said act.a
withtulnar power brakes in condition to be operated

ear is eq

same be

used and operated in every train in which such car is haunled, unless inde-
pendently of such car 65 per cent of the cars in such are aqn.i with
wer or train brakes and are ted together and so used

provisions or requirements of said act ap-
proved March 2, 1893, an am.ondad April 1, 1896.

SI(: 3. That the vimonsof section lofthiaa.ct shall not take effect until
rovisions of section 2 of this act shall not take effect
e passage of this act.

Mr. BINGHAM Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

" MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend-
ments to the bill (H. R, 15108) making appropriations to supply
deficiencies in the appropriations for the l?scal year ending June
30, 1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes, to
by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses
thereon, and had appoififed Mr. HALE. ALLISON, and Mr.
TELLER as the conferees en the of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of-
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa-
tives to the bill (S. 493) to amend an act entitled ‘“An act to
establigh a code of laws for the District of Columbia.’

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of ta-
tives to the bill (8. 3360) for the promotion of First Lieut. Joseph
M. Simms, Revenue-Cutter Service.

ARTURO R. CALVO.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call u

MOW consent for the consideration of Senate j
ion 118.

The Clerk read as follows:

8. R. 118) an of W receive for
Aiodnt r;u;uﬁtm L‘im u)ry thorizing the Secretary ar to ve fo

and ask
t resolu-

Academy at West Point Arturo R. Calvo, o

Resolved, etc., That the Secretnry of Wnr 'be and he hereby is, authorized
to permit Arturo R. Calvo, of Costa Rica, toreceive instru

natthal(ﬁi-
h“]‘m West Point: Thnt no expense be caused to
the United States thereby: And provided further, That in the case of the said
Arturo R. Calvo the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised Stat-
utesshullbesuspended.

M. MOON. 1 object, My, Spaker.

r. . , Mr. T

The SPEAKER. Objection 1s made.
HOUSE CALENDAR,

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com-
mittae on Printing to ask for the present consideration of the fol-
ivileged resolution, No. 319,
C?-l"k read as follows:
Eesolwd That of the last issue of the House Calendar for the first session

of the My-aeventh there shall be printed as a House document
‘1“02?1 ies, of which number 400 copies shall bound in cloth, for the use
e House.
The resolution was agreed to.

REPORT OF THE DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION,

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. § r, I am also directed by the
gommitbee on Printing to p Senate concurrent resolution

0. 27.

Tha Clerk read as follows:

&nats(mﬂmqof&puaﬂ conewrring), That th
ad taootSmteDocmnentN.lu.{hrd s

ditional
écmw e Da
tolw wgethur Wit;h fhb

domdbvthebmrd thatsoctety, OF Wit 5500 sttt b
the use of the Smt.e and a&nfurthe use of the Ho =

The resolution was to.
On motion of Mr, ATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the last
two votes was laid on the table,
CAPT, SIDNEY S. SHAW,

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7539) for the relief of
ga t. Sidney S. Shaw.

Clerk read the bill at length.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the presentconsideration
of the hill?

Mr. MOON. Iob;ect.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from
Tennessee.
NATIONAL ENCAMPMENT OF THE GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC,

Mr. BABCOCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of House joint resolution 198, iving
authority to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to
make s regulations for the occasion of the Thirty-sixth Na-
tional pment of the Grand Army of the Republic, to be
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held in the District of Columbia in the month of October, 1902,
and for other pi incident to said encampment.

The Clerk read the joint resolution at lengtgfn

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the joint resolution?

Mr. MOON. I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from
Tennessee.

AMENDING SECTIONS 8362 AND 2394 OF REVISED STATUTES.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged bill

t(Sl. 3806) to amend section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, relating to
obacco.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That section 3362 of the Revised Statu as amended
by the act of March 1, 1579, and by the act of Jan 9, 1883, be, and the
same is hereby, amended by striking allout after the fifth paragraph thereof
and inserting in leu of the words so stricken out the following:

“*And every such wooden package shall have printed or marked thereon
the manufacturer's name and place of manufacture, the registerad number
of the manufactory, and the gross weight, the tare, and the net weight of the
tobacco in each incksge' Provided, That these limitations and ﬂescritptlom
of packages shall not apply to tobacco and snuff transported in bond for ex-
gorhtiun and actually exported: 4dnd g)ma‘dedfurtker. That perique tobacco,

ne-cut shorts, the refuse of fine-cut che tohncco}re se scraps, cli

pings, cuttings, and sw it;gso! tobacco may be sold in bulk as mn.tarus:
imdgi'itho t the payment of tax, by one manufacturer directly to another
mannfac r, or for export, under such restrictions, rules, and regulations
as the Commissioner of In Revenue m.mgnscﬁhe. And provided fur-
ther, That wood, metal, paper, or other mate: may be used separately or
in eombination for packing tobacco, snuff, and cigars under such regulations
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may establish."

The following amendment was recommended by the committee:

Add the following as section 2

“BEc. 2. That the last paragraph of section 83% of the Revised Statutes,
as amended by the tenth section of the act of July 24, 1847, is hereby further
amended so as to read as follows:

“*No kages of manufactured tobacco, snuff, cigars, or cigarettes pre-
scribed law shall be permitted to have packed in or attached to or con-
nected with them, nor affixed to, branded, stamped, marked, written, or
printed npon them, any paper, certificate, or instrument rting to be or
represent a ticket, chance, share, or interest in or dependent upon the event
of a lottery, nor any indecent or immoral picture, representation, t, or
words: and any violation of the provisions of this J-a ph mtlw the

provided by of the

offender to the penalties and punishments section

Revised Statutes.' "

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to
ask the gentleman from Ohio if this has been reported from the
committee.

Mr. GROSVENOR. It isthe unanimous report of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. There is an amendment to the bill,
Mr. Speaker. =

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the
third time, and passed. .

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the
last vote was laid on the table.

Mr. GROSVENOR. 1 desire to ask unanimous consent to
amend the title by adding ‘‘section 8394."> The amendment
amends another section, so that the title does not cover both sec-
tions :

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment of the
title will be agreed to.

There was no objection.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SULZER. The bill having been passed, will not the gen-
tleman have to move to reconsider? :

The SPEAKER. Not where unanimouns consent is given to
amend the title, as is customary.

* AMENDMENT TO INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS,

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the privileged bill

(H. R. 179) to amend the internal-revenue laws.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

- Be it enacted, ete.. Thatall distilled spirits now in internal-revenue bonded
warehouses or which may hereafter uced and d
warehouses shall be entitled to the same allowance for loss leakage or
evaporation which now exists in favor of distilled spirits produced, ga
and%.i: deposited prior to January 1, 1899, and subject to the same con ns
and limitations.

The SPEAKER. The question ison the engrossment and third
reading of the bill. )
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and
it was read the third time, and passed.
On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I call up the contested-election case of
Horton v. Butler, from the de.ﬂ:]g Congressional district of Mis-
gouri. I ask that the resolution reported by the committee be

read.
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. S er, I desire to
make a parliamentary inquiry, Is not this day set apart under

the rules as the day for invalid pensions?

ted in such’

The SPEAKER. It is; but the election case is of higher priv-

ege,

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Surely we are not going to
set aside the pension business assigned by the rules for y
in order to take up an election contest where no one is to be

seated. Surely gentlemen do not desire to do that. I wish to
raise the question of consideration.

The SP. . The resolution will first be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That no valid election for Re tative in Con was held

in the Twelfth Co:
ber, 1900, and that

vacant.

ional district of

issouri on the 6th

ay of Novem-
lared

@ seat now held by the contestee is hereby dec

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have about five

minutes by nnanimous consent.
Mr, TAYLER of Ohio.

I demand the regular order. .

The SPEAKER. Theregularorderis demanded. The gentle-
man from Tennessee raises the question of consideration.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that Mr. Bat-
ler, the contestee in this case, is sick in bed, and that his physician
certifies he is not able to be here.

The SPEAKER

batable.

The question of consideration is mot de-

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I call for the regular order.

Mz, RICHARDSON of Tennessee.

I remind

entlemen that

this 1s the last day of the present session on which pension busi-
ness will have any showing. Iraise the question of consideration.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is out of
order. The question of consideration has been raised, and is not
debatable.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is the last day you
will get for pensions.

The SPE R. Thegentleman from Tennessee is out of order,
and he will please take his seat.

The question being taken, Will the

House now consider the

resolution reported from the Committee on Elections? there were—
ayes 114, noes 88.
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for tellers,
Tellers were ordered.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio.

The yeas and nays were ordered. .
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 112,
answered ** present’’ 12, not voting 80; as follows:

Adams,
Alexander,
Allen, Me,
Aplin,

Ba

3
Ball, Del.
Bartholdt,
Bates,
Beidler,
Bingham,
Bishop,
Blackburn,
Boutell,
Bowersock,
Brick,
Bristow,
Bromwell,

Brown,
Brownlow,
Burk, Pa.
Burke, 8. Dak.
gur}:igh,

urton
Butler, Pa.
Calderhead,
Capron,
Cassel,

YEAS—148.

Darragh, Howell,
Davidson, H-:‘x‘ihaa.
B:e : Jones Wash,

mer, Jones,
Dick, {atch ¢
Douglas, Knapp,
Dovener, Knox,
Draper, Kyle,
Eddy, Lacey,
Foerderer, Lawrence,

y T,
Foster, Vt. Lewis, Pa,
Fowler, Littlefield,
Gaines, W. Va. Loud,
Gardnoer, Mich, Lovering,
Gardner,N.J. 1,
Gibson, McLachlan,
Gill, Mahom,
Gillet, N. Y. Mann,

Graff, Marshall,
Graham, Martin,
Greene, Mass, Mercer,
Grosvenor, Miller,
Grow, Moody,N.C
gnnglton, ﬂocdy. Oreg.
anbury, OTgan,
Haskins, Morrell,
Heatwole, Moss,
edge. Mudd,
Hemenway, Nevin,
Henry, Conn. Olmsted,
Hepburn, Otjen,
Hildebrant, Overstreet,
Hill, Palmer,
Hitt, Payne,
Holliday, Pearre,
Hopkins, Perkins,
NAYS—112.
Clayton, Grifith,
Cooper, Tex, Griggs,
Cowherd, ¥
Davey, La. Hooker
De Armond, Kmni,
Dinsmore, Jackson, Kans,
Dougherty, Johnson,
Feely, Jones, Va.
inley, Kehoe,
itzgerald, Kitchin, Clande
Fleming, Kitchin, Wm. W.
7] X Kleberg,
Ffoster, I11. Kluttz,

, Tenn, Lamb,
Goldfogle, . Lan| 7
Gordon, Lassiter,
Green, Pa., Lester,

I demand the yeas and nays.

Powers, Mass,
Prince,
Ray,N. Y,
Reev

sindsay,
L. t'(;l&,

Lioyd,
McClellan,
McCulloch,
[cDermott,
cRae,
n}rlldnr
anone =
ll'aymu'g,
Meyer, La,
Mickey,
Miers, Ind,

Moon,
Mutchler,

=44
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Naphen, Rhea, Va. Bims, Tate,
Neville, Richardson,Ala. Slayden, Thayer,
Newlands, Richardson, Tenn. Small, Thomas, N. C.
Norton Rixey, dgrass, Thompson,
Padgetf, b, Snook, Underwood.
Patterson, Tenn. Robinson,Ind. Sparkman, Wiley,
erce, Robinson, Nebr. E:Elight, Williams, I1L.

Pou, Rucker, Btark, Williams, Miss,

= Ryan, Stephens, Tex. Wilson,
Randell, Tex. Shackleford. Sulzer, Wooten,

ell. La. Shafroth, Swanson, Zenor.
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—12.
Burkett, Evans, Kahn, . Powers, Me.
Jochran, Irwin, Metealf, Skiles,
Emerson, Jenkins, Needham, Wright.
NOT VOTING—80.

Acheson, Edwards, Latimer, Shallenberger,
Barney, Elliott, Lever, Shelden,
Bellamy, Esch, Littauner, Sheppard,
Belmont, Fletcher, Lonﬁ, Sherman,
Blakeney, Fordney, Loudenslager, Smith, Ky.
Boreing, Fox, McAndrews, Smith, H. C. §
Broussard, Gilbert McCleary, Smith, Wm. Alden
Brundidge, Glllett,m McLain, Storm,
Ball, lenn, Minor, Talbert,
Cannon, Gooch, Mondell Taylor, Ala.
Connell, Hall, Morris, Tompkins, N. Y.
Conry, Haugen. Parker, Tompkins, Ohio
Cooney, Henry, Miss, Patterson, Pa. Trimble,
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Tex. er, Vandiver, o
Gorgga. ull, eid, Vreeland,
Creamer, Jackson, Md Robertson, La Weeks,
Crowle Jett, uppert, Wheeler,
Davis, Fla. Joy, Russell, White,
De Graffenreid, Kern Searborough, Woods,
Driscoll, Landis, 1by, Young.

So the House decided to consider.
The following pairs were announced:
For the session:
Mr. WriGHT with Mr. HALL.
Mr. BoreING with Mr. TRIMBLE.
Mr. Kanax with Mr. BELMONT.
Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER.
Mr. BurLL with Mr. CROWLEY.
Mr. IrwiN with Mr. GoocH.
Until further notice:
_ Mr, Joy with Mr. COOHRAN.
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID,
Mr. HeNry C. SyatH with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama.
Mr, Jungins with Mr. SmitH of Kentucky. ’
Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. LEVER.
Mr. SKiLES with Mr. TALBERT.
Mr. DriscqrL with Mr. RoBinsoN of Nebraska,
Mr. EMERrsON with Mr. GILBERT.
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT.
For two weeks:
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. SHEPPARD.
For ten days:
ifr. BURkgETT with Mr. SHALLENBERGER.
ntil the 28th: -
Mr. Evaxs with Mr. HENRY of Mississippi.
For the day:
. NEEDHAM with Mr. BRUNDIDGE.
. PowEgs of Maine with Mr. Fox.
. RussELL with Mr, RoBeERTsSON of Louisiana.
. Wu. ALpeN SmiTH with Mr. JETT.
. REEDER with Mr. SELBY.
. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr, SCARBOROUGH.
. Mmwor with Mr. McLAIN.
. McCLEARY with Mr. MCANDREWS,
. LoxGg with Mr. LATIMER.
. LAxDIs with Mr. HeENrY of Texas.
. HoLL with Mr. GLENN.
Mr. EscH with Mr. ELr1ioTT,
Mr. Coruiss with Mr. KErN.
Mr. SHELDEN with Mr., EDWARDS.
Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. Davis of Florida.
Mr. ForpNEY with Mr. REID.
Mr. CaxNON with Mr. CREAMER.
Mr. BArRNEY with Mr. CoNRY.
Mr. AcHESON with Mr. BROUSSARD,
Mr. StorM with Mr. BELLAMY.
Mr. Woobs with Mr, WHITE.
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. VANDIVER.
Mr. Young with Mr, CoONEY.
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. TAYLER].
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am just in the midst of
a conference with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowie] and
his coll e respecting the time that the debate shall endure.
Mr. ﬁ?}%m Mr. Speaker, I would make this suggestion, that
the gentleman proceed and grant time to whoever is to open on

his side, and, pending that, we can confer as to the time. I wish
to confer with some gentlemen on this side of the House.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio.
there was to be no debate.

Mr. BOWIE. I would not agree to have no debate.

Mr, TAYLER of Ohio. Of course I do not desire to compel
anybody to withhold debate. I yield, then,to my colleagne [Mr.
SuirH of Iowa], to speak in his own time. "

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this contest was instituted

I was anxious to know at this time if

‘| by William N. Horton, who was a Republican candidate for Con-

gress from the Twelfth district of Missouri in the election of 1900,
as against James J. Butler, who was the Democratic nominee
and who received his certificate of election. The Committes on
Elections No. 1, having had this matter under consideration, have
reported in favor of declaring the seat vacant. Before proceed-
il;? to a discussion of the facts in this particular case, I desire to
call attention to those laws of the State of Missouri which are
3? licable to it. It is provided by the constitution of the State
of Missouri that every ballot shall be so marked as that it can be
determined after the election who cast that ballot. As a matter
of fact, in Missouri the name of every voter is given a number at
the time he casts his ballot and his ballot is given the same num-
ber, and so it becomes possible in the case of an election, contest
to determine, in the absence of mistakes upon the of the
election officers, the name of every person who cast a ballot in
that election.

In the State of Missouri the city of St. Lonis is usually Repub-
lican and the State usually Democratic; and fo remove the pat-
ronage from the city government, or for other causes which are
not material here, the legislature of Missouri ed a law creat-
ing a police commission in the city of St. Lonis, appointed by the
governor and having entire control of the police force of that city.
This police force, by reason of the political character of the State
of Missouri, is and has been ever since the passage of the law re-
ferred to a Democratic police force. The law of the State of
Missonri provides now that the election commissioners of the city
of St. Lonis shall also be appointed by the governor. :

The Filley law, passed in 1895, provided that two of the elec-
tion commissioners should be appointed by the governor and one
by the mayor, and explicitly provided that the one appointed by
the mayor should be of the opgoeﬁte political faith to that enter-
tained I‘;y those appointed by the governor. As the mayor of St.
Louis is usually a Republican, practically this law entrusted the
agpointment of the Democratic members of this commission to
the Democratic governor and the appointment of the Republican
member to a Republican mayor. But as at times the mayor of
St. Lonis is a Democrat, it was explicitly provided that he must
appoint a commissioner of the lﬁng political tg:rty other than
that of the governor. This law also provided t the governor
shounld designate the chairman of the election commission, and
that the mayor’s appointee should be the secretary of the com-
mission.

Buat in 1899 the law was changed, so that all appointments are
made by the governor, and the comniission select the secretary
from without the board, who is of the political party represented
by the majority upon the board. So that while under the former
law the Democrats got the chairman of the board and the Re-
publicans the secretary of the board, under the new law the
Democracy receives a majority of the board and the chai
and the secretary. Under the old law it was provided that this
Republican representative should have the choice of all the
judges and clerks representing the Republicans upon the various
election boards in the city and county of St. Louis. Under the
new law no such power is given to the Republican representative,
but the power is intrusted first to the election commission itself,
and in their absence to the secretary of the commission, who is
clothed with all the powers of the full board when the board are_
absent or otherwise not in session.

‘While the new law requires that the blicans shall be given
equal representation upon these election boards, it does not give
to the Republicans the choice of their representation upon these
boards. A pretense in this case was made of carrying out the
law: but in 5 wards of the 15, in this district where the commit-
tee have taken the pains to see how these alleged Republican
judges and clerks voted, the record shows that 53 voted for the
Republican candidate for Congress and 60 voted against the Re-
publican candidate for Congress. An absolute majority of the
so-called Republican judges and clerks, so far as they were can-
vassed by this committee, have voted against the Republican can-
didate for Congress, and that is the kind of representation that
was given to the Republicans upon the election boards in the city of
St. Lonis. Andif we bear this in mind we will be able the better to
understand the methods by which the iniquity was carried out in
the election of 1900.

Before the election of 1900 it was believed by the Republicans
that large numbers of fictitious names had been registered. They
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succeeded in getting a list of about fifteen hundred of these names.
They sent ont registered letters to those persons at the addresses
given upon the register books. The post-office officials made
special efforts to make delivery of those letters, but were unable
to find any substantial number of the persons at the places indi-
cated npon the registration books. Warrants were then sworn
out for the arrest of these people, and deputy sheriffs were on
election day sent to the polls to arrest such persons as might cast
ballots nnder these names.

But this effort was futile, because on the Sunday night before
election there met at the Southern Hotel, in the city of St. Louis,
the attorney-general of the State, the chairman of the Demo-
cratic State central committee, the chairman of the Democratic
city central committee, the Democratic members of the election
commission, the Democratic assistant or deputy election com-
missioner, the Democratic police commissioners, and the chief
of the police force of the city of St. Louis, Col. Ed. Butler, and
this contestee, James J, Butler, and it was then and there re-
solved that instructions should be issued to the police force of
the city not to allow any deputy sheriff within a hundred feet of
the polls,

There is no law in Missouri prohibiting anyone from being
within a hundred feet of the polls. There is a law prohibiting
electioneering within a hundred feet of the polls. But this col-
lection of gentlemen at the Southern Hotel first procured an
order to be issued that these deputy sheriffs should not under
any circumstances be allowed within a hundred feet of the polls.
It needs but little reflection to see that an order like that would
absolutely defeat every effort for the arrest of the guilty, for the
‘names upon the register books were not the names of any human
beings. They were mere fictions, put there that repeaters might
vote in those names.

No warrants issued for the arrest of these people could be
served save only by waiting until some individual gave that
name at the ballot box and then laying hands upon him. But
the order wisely and discreetly provided that no deputy sheriff
should be allowed within 100 feet of the polls, so that he counld
not hear any name given and make any arrests. Su uently,
discovering that this order was a little too radical, an order was
issued that a deputy sheriff might be permitted within a hundred
feet of the polls for the purpose of making an arrest of some per-
son who was there situated; but inasmuch as it was utterly im-
possible for the sheriff to know who was to cast this frandulent
vote unless he could stay close enongh to the polls to hear his
name given in, of course this accomplished the purpose just as
well as the original order. The result was that fraund ran ram-
pant in that district on election day.

Shortly after the election the Republicans, satisfied that the
extraordinary change since the last election could but be the re-
sult of fraud, took a canvass of all that part of the Twelfth Con-
gressional district where colonization would be apt to take place.
At the previous Co: ional election the district went Repub-
lican by 2,300 ma{'onty; at this election there was a majority of
8,600 for Mr. Butler, as shown by official returns, a change of
6,000 votes in favor of the Democracy, when all over that western
country they were losing as compared with the vote in 1898 in
Congressional matters.

The result was that the Republicans decided to make a house
to house canvass in that part of the district where colonization
was apt to take place. They did so, and they got a census for all
that territory, and when you give to the Democracy of that district
credit for every man who had been either upon the Federal cen-
sus. taken in June of that year, or npon this private census, taken
in December of that year, there are 9,180 fraudulent names reg-
istered in the Twelfth Congressional district in this election of

November, 1900,

In the minority report it is strenuounsly insisted that this pri-
vate census can not be considered, that it is hearsay testimony,
and they make that and other objections to it. Iwant tosay that
I do ngt care whether this House considers the so-called McBurney
canvass or not; the United States census was taken in June, 1900.
The registration in the city of St. Louis commenced the same
moenth; and if you take the census, and if you take the register,
there were over 12,000 frandulent votes cast in this district. The
McBurney canvass, that our friends have made such a strenuous
effort to get out of this case, has credited them with every man
who moved into this district between June and December.

So much for the McBurney canvass. Yet it is entitled to
weight. It had been taken by an officer of the census. It was
taken just like the Federal census, and the parties did not know
what they were taking it for. They thonght they were taking it
for world’s fair industrial statistics, so that they had no object
or incentive to take it other than fairly and properly. I think it
was taken fairly. I think it throws some light upon this ques-
tion. But if it does not throw any light upon this case, then the
only result of that is to deprive our Democratic friends of the

credit of the names found in the McBurney canvass and not found
upon the Federal census. Throw it out, therefore, if yon want
to, but the amount of fraud in this district is all the more
apparent. :

Our object was to credit them with every honest vote there was
in this district, and for any man who had come in since the regis-
try commenced, if they want to count him, and so we consider
the McBurney canvass; but throw it out, if you please, and the
record shows only more fraud in the Twelfth district of Missouri.
Never has such infamy come nunder my observation in connection
with an election as appears upon the record in the case. These
peeple were not satisfied to prostitute a partisan election commis-
sion, to prostitute a partisan police force, but proceeded to pros-
titute the courts of the State of Missouri.

The court of appeals sitting in St. Louis is a Democratic court
with three Democratic judges. It is a court of appeals and for
the correction of errors. It has absolutely no jurisdiction or au-

thority to grant naturalization papers. But it so happened that .
the judges of the circuit court and its clerk were Republican; the

clerk required the Democrats to pay the statutory fees to be natu-

ralized as he required Repubﬁcans to pay these fees. *

This court of appeals of the city of St. Lonis proceeded in defi-
ance of all law, and without one vestige of authority, State or
Federal, to sit for naturalization of aliens, because, forsooth, the
Democratic clerk offered to the State committee to issue papers
gratuitously. There is not an authority, so far as I know, in this
country, and none has been called to my attention, which holds
that a court of appeals can sit for the naturalization of aliens.
On the contrary, it has been specifically held by the counrts of
South Carolina and of California that no such power exists.

The authority is conferred by law npon the courts of common-
law jurisdiction. Conurts of appeal do not have common-law juris-
diction within the meaning of that term as used in this statute.
It has never been the practice in this country, so far as I know,
to go to appellate tribunals for naturalization papers. This court
was comiposed of three judges. They sat night after ni%ht in
October, 1900, granting naturalization papers as high as five to
six hundred a night. One of the judges of that court had too
much decency and too much self-respect to sit during these pro-
ceedings. But two of these judges sat there and granted these
papers. Every paper thus issued was void for want of jurisdic-
tion in the court.

But I propose to call attention to the proceedings of that tri- .

bunal and show that fraud was everywhere. The laws of the
United States provide that minors whose parents are naturalized
during their minority are naturalized by the nat-ralization of
the parents. The laws of the United States provide that per-
sons who come here under 18 K{ears of age may take out both sets
of papers at the same time. inors as a body, coming here un-
der 16 years, are naturalized by the naturalization of their
parents, the great body of them. Minors coming here over '8
years of age have no right to take out both papers at once. ad
g0 it is that those who take out both papers at once are substan-
tifally confined to those who come here between 16 and 18 years,
of age.

Ngsv, what does the record show in this court in St. Lonis? It
shows that prior to October, 1900, only 218 persons in all have
been naturalized in this court in its history; but in the month of
October, 1900, 1,530 persons were naturalized. Of that number
842 were naturalized adults and 688 were naturalized as having
come here minors under 18 years of age. In other words, nearly
one-half of those naturalized in that court of appeals succeeded
in getting second papers without producing first papers, upon the
pretense that they came here under 18 years of age.

It has been my privilege through a course of ten years to have
some observation of what percentage of naturalizations are of
persons who are entitled to take out both papers at once as having
come here under 18 and what percentage have to wait two years
between their papers, and I assert that it is the common experi-
ence of everyone that not more than 5 to 10 per cent are entitled
to take out both sets of papers at once. But down at St. Louis, of
this body of Democrats naturalized in a court that had no juris-
diction, substantially one-half of all pretended that they came here
under 18 years of age, when if they came here under 16 most of
them would have been naturalized by the naturalization of their
fathers. It so happens that the years between 16 and 18, of all
the years of man between 1 and 70, seem to be the years during
which migrdtion takes place, and nearly one-half of all who came
here came between 16 and 18 years of age. [Launghter.] .

Has there ever been a record of a high judicial tribunal which
bore upon its face more manifest evidence of fraud than this rec-
ord to which I have referred? But these gentlemen collected
$20,000 from the police force of the city of St. Louis alone with
which to carry this election. Having by the police-commission
law taken the police force out of the jurisdiction of the city of
St. Louis and placed it in the control of the men appointed by a




- hearsay in the ordinary sense of that term. Isay

‘Not a single one of these 120 names

7530

CONGRESSIONAL - RECORD—HOUSE.

JUNE 27,

Democratic governor, they put the screws on them and made
them contribute more than $20,000 for the purpose of debauching
this particular election.

But all these things wounld have been unavailing to overcome a
Republican majority in this district. The police force went with
the gangs of re?eaters and kept off from them the deputy sheriffs
and other ple. The repeaters went about from polling pre-
cinet to ing precinct, about 60 of them in a v, and cast
their bal?o , voting in these fictitions names; and not satisfied
with that, the same repeaters would simply go and change their
hats and coats and come back and vote again in the same pre-
cinct, and this is abundantly established by direct evidence. |

Now, I want to call attention to a certain precinet and some
facts concerning it—the second precinct in the Twenty-third
Ward. A clerk of the elections came out from the polling place
and he was asked how many votes had been polled. He replied,
140 votes. I know it is claimed that this i1s hearsay. Itisan
official declaration, and I say it is part of the res %estaa and is not

e came out and
made that announcement.
.Mr. BOWIE. Is the gentleman referring to the Breitschuh
testimony?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is shown by the Breitschuh testimony
and an abundance of other testimony. At that time a cry went
up, ‘‘ Here come the Indians;’* and it appears in the testimony
that down in this virtuous -city of St. Lonis that term means re-
peaters, ‘‘Here come the Indians!’’ And this Williams gang
went in and voted, and when they had concluded their voting
there were 260 votes cast.

Mind you, I do not mean when they had voted once this was
the t. These men went out and changed their coats and
hats in the presence of respectable people in St. Louis and voted
over in in the same precinct, giving new names.

Every time that this gang came to a polling place there was

out to each of them, as shown ‘l:‘v'y;hthe evidence, a slip tell-
ing his name and where he lived. en this crowd had got
through voting in this second E:ecmct of the Twenty-third Ward,
there were, I say, 260 votes where there had been 140 when they
commenced. An examination of the ballots showed that not a
gingle vote from 140 to 260 was cast for the Republican candidate.
By some strange mystery 120 Democrats in succession voted in
this precinct. But that is not the only remarkable incident here.
ad any middle initial. A
strange circumstance that, with probably nine-tenths or more of
the American people in possession of two Christian names, not
one of these 120 men who voted in succession had any middle
initial. Of the voters in this Herecinct not shown by the McBur-
ney canvass, 130 voted for Butler.

But there were other difficulties to be overcomein carrying out
this en rise than those I have indicated. There was the dan-
ger that uty sheriffs would lay their hands utg): these mis-
creants, an? they were driven from the %113 by police force
of St. Louis. But there was danger that Republican challengers
would interfere with this pleasant procedure, and so, in precinct
after precinct, they threw out the Republican challenger and left
nobo‘g' there to represent the Republicans except these Republi-
can judges and clerks, who, as the returns show, voted the Dem-
ocratic ticket.

But still there was fear that this corrupt police force had not
done enough in contributing $20,000 to the fund to pay these re-
peaters aﬁﬁ in driving from the polling places in that district the
deputy sheriffs, men having equal authority with themselves,
ang driving away the challengers. Squads of them went down
to the polling place just as *‘the Indians'’ were coming, and
cleared the way to see that no one interfered with them.

Now, by these methods, by fraudulent naturalization, by void
naturalization, by corrupt use of money, by fraudulent registra-
tion, by using repeaters, by evgexgr means known to man by which
the ballot box may be debauched, they succeeded in carrying this
election, as they claim, for James J. Butler.

But all these things were not, they feared, sufficient. They
knew they had taken 60 men from place to place, voting them

everywhere—voting them twice in a single precinct. But still
they were afraid that they had not stolen enough, and so a recan-
vass of the vote shows that these judges and clerks of integrity

stole more than 400 votes in the count. On the report as made
out by the minority, not by the majority, we think they stole
more than that. It further ap that some of these judgesand
clerks deliberately turned ont Republican ballots with the name
of the Republican candidate for Congress erased before the ballots
were delivered to the voter. It a&)peam that one Republican judge
wanted to challenge a voter, and while he was tr{::g to prepare
the challenge blank the Democratic judge took the man’s ballot
and put it in the box.

Thus by corruption, thus by fraund, thus by force, thus by
violence they succeeded in subverting the wﬂf of the people in

the Twelfth district of Missouri. You ask me, Why did not the
mﬁrity vote in favor of seating the Republican member, if this
is all true? I will tell yon why. We are not desirous of seating
any Republican who is not entitled to his seat. We have shown
by an abundance of testimony, sufficient to convince the most .
doubting, that at least 5,000 fraudulent votes were cast for
James J. Butler; votes of men who had no existence, votes of men
who registered from disreputable houses, 30 of them to a house,
and 100 of them to a block in which there was not a respectable

‘thouse. One hundred of them at a time registered from stables.

Men registered from vacant lots, and men registered who, if they
had located the number where it would have to be in order to
correspond, it would have been in the middle of a public high-
way. More than 5,000 fraudulent votes were thus cast for
James J. Butler.

More than 400 were stolen from Horton in the counnt, but it
does appear that there were 2,000 votes cast for Horton that
could not be found in the census or in the McBurney canvass.
There is no evidence of repeating. Thereisno evidence of fraud-
ulent voting. There is no evidence of anything affecting Hor-
ton’s title, save only the fact that these voters can not be found—
not as in Butler’s case, proof of padded registrafion list; not as
in Butler’'s case, proof of interference by the police; not as in
Butler's case, partisan judges and partisan clerks allowing the
same men to vote two or three times at a precinet. But there is
enough doubt in the minds of the members of this committee as
to whether Horton got those 2,000 votes fairly, so that we are un-
willing to give him this seat.

There is no doubt that the election of Butler is a scandalous
fraud. There is some doubt whether Horton was really elected -
ornot: whether he did not get some fraudulent votes, too. I have
thought something upon this subject, and I am convinced that the
chances are that some of these repeaters that our friends were
using down there, some of them Abyssinians, took the advice of
‘“our peerless leader” and took Jim Butler's money and voted
for Horton. I do not kmow whether that accounts for it or not.
It may. There is not a particle of evidence tending to reflect
upon Horton save only that he got these votes from people who
are not found in the district.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will ﬁnm‘t, I would
state that the general explanation in St. Louis is that these people
simply made a mistake in scratching their ballots. Instead of
scratching the Democratic ballot, they scratched Republican
ballots, being illiterate men, unable to read.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I do not know what the explanation is,
That may be it. Itmay be that accounts for it, but there is no evi-
dence, I say, reflecting i:lgon Horton, aside from this mere canvass.

Mr. BARTLETT. . Speaker, if the gentleman will permit,
I have listened with a great of interest to what the gentleman
has stated. The committee, as I understand it, reports the seat
to be vacant.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. BARTLETT. And the majority of the committee do that,
as I understand, because of the fact and from the evidence they
arrive at the conclusion that the election was fraudulent, and that
on account of the election being fraudulent, the evidence not bei
sufficient to show for whom these fraudulent votes were cast, suf-
ficient to declare either one or the other entitled to the seat.
That is the theory upon which the majority proceed, is it not?
Th::d is, you first determine from the evidence which you have
stated—

Mr. SMITH of Jowa. No; that is not the theory, if the gentle-
man asks me that question. Perhaps I had better state that there
is no difficulty in telling just exactly who cast every one of those
frandulent votes.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman this question? He
has stated now something about the evidence with reference to
certain frandulent naturalization, some 1,500.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not all of them fraudulent. Some of
them fraudulent, but all of them illegal.

Mr. BARTLETT. Perhaps I should have said illegal—bn ac-
count of want of jurisdiction.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. And fraudunlent as to the character of
many of th%licant.s.

Mr. BAR TT. Now, was there evidence before the com-
mittee, or did the committee run it down far enough fo see how
many of those fraudulent or illegal naturalized voters voted for
Butler and how many for Horton?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No. g

Mr. BARTLETT. That was not ascertained before the com-

mittee, -

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is before the committee, but you may
well imagine that with the enormons number of votes in this
case to find just how every individual voted is a matter of some

diﬂicu]tg.
Mr. BARTLETT. I have undertaken fo do i, and that
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prompted the question, becanse I wanted to know this fact, if
the committee has been able to find out who voted then the com-
mittee could sift the fraudulent votes from the legal votes.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They can do that. I simply say they
did not do it with reference to naturalization in the court of ap-
peals. The law of Missouri requires every voter’s name shall
numbered, and that his ballot s have the same number
it. Now, there are over 9,100 names registered that are not either
upon the Federal census, taken the same time the registration
commenced, or in the McBurney canvas. Now, we can turn to
the poll books and find the number of every one of those names
and turn and find the ballot that was cast by th te&person who
claimed to be the man and find out just who he voted for.

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman says that the committee
did not do that.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Isay they did do that, but did not do it
with reference to the naturalization list. 'I'hey did do it with
reference to this list of 9,100 fraudn]ent. names upon this regis-
tration list, and they found that some of them were scared away
by these warrants that had been issued, and by the notices that
had been sent out, and the list that had been published, showing
who they were; but more than 7.000 of them voted at that elec-
gon, and more than 5,000 voted for Butler and 2,000 voted for

orton.

Mr. BARTLETT. Then the committee has been able to find
out who that number of frandulent voters voted for.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. Deducting each from the man for whom they
were cast, how does it leave the election?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If it was so deducted, and more than
%000 votes erroneously counted were deducted, it would elect Hor-

mn.

Mr. BARTLETT. But the majority of the committee were so
satisfied of the improprieties and frands that were committed in
the election that they determined that no man was legally elected,
I understand.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. We determined that we were uncertain
as to whether these were frandulent votes cast for Horton by
%rocurement of himself or friends, or whether they were some of

tler's repeaters who either did not know how to vote or de-
cided to vote for Horton anyhow, because they were Africans,
after taking Butler’'s money. We were uncertain, I say, whether
Horton was in any sense responsible for these 2,000 votes thus
cast for him, and we were nnwilling to ask this House, therefore,
bo seat h].m with a parently 2,000 frandulent votes to his credit.
Then, the committee werenot able definitely
to mft the fraudulent votes from the legal and valid votes, so as
to anthorize thém to say that anybody was elected?

Mr. SMITH of Jowa. Yes; we were able tosift the fraudulent
from the legal votes all right; but when Mr. Butler ran a repeater
up to the polls to vote in the name of a man who did not exist,
and that r, either through igm orance or because he wasan
African and wanted to vote the Repuhlman ticket, took Butler’'s
money and voted for Horton, we can not say whether Horton

was fairly elected or not.
Mr. BARTLETT. Do yon think he onght to stay bought?
Mr. SMITH of Towa. ¥, I presume that is what you think.
Mr. BARTLETT. No: I do not say that.
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is what your side seems to think.
Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield?
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly.
Mr. RUCKER. I understood my colleague from Missouri
% BArTHOLDT] a moment ago to aid the gentleman who now
the floor in explaining the 2,000 votes that were cast for Mr.

Mr SMITH of Towa. Yes.

" Mr. RUCKER. As I understand, the gentleman who is now
taddresam_ y :t g the committee consented to that as a possible explana-

ion of it.

Mr. SMITH of JTowa. That may be possible; yes.
. Mr. RUCKER. Now, if I understood my ecolleague, he said
that about St. Louis the general impression was that ignorant

rsons erroneously scratched the Democratic ticket when they
intended to scratch the Republican ticket. Now. I shounld like
to ask the gentleman in this connection how could that have been
done in view of the fact that each political party had a ticket
printed on a separate sheet of paper?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As I understand the Missouri law, each
voter receives all of the tickets from the judges of election. Is
not that trune?

Mr. RUCKER. He may do so.

. Mr. SMITH of Iowa. He does receive them ordinarily, does
e not?

Mr. RUCKER. Yes, ordinarily.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And goes and picks out the one he wants
to vote and hands it to the judge of election. I do not see any
difficulty about it.

Mr. RUCKER. Now, the idea is that he mistakes the Repub-
lican ballot for a Democratic ballot.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is the sug%astmn that Mr. Bar-
THOLDT made, and that, I said, might possibly be the explanation.

Mr. RUCKER. In other word.s your idea is that these 2,000
men wanted to vote the Democratic ticket, but accidentally got
t.ha wrong ticket.

hEITH of Towa. Itold you I did not know how they came
to vote that wa

Mz, RUCKEE That is the gentleman’s explanation.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit, those 2,000
votes are admitted to have been fraudulent votes, cast by Xeuple
whom we do not know and whom we can not identify, and most
of them—a good many of them—had been imported into the city
of St. Louis from outside for the purposes of that election.

Mr. RUCKER. Can the gentleman tell us in that connection
when they were imported?

ARTHOLDT Oh, I can tell you that from my own ex-
peneuce and observation.

Mr. RUCKER. I thought possibly you might, if you desired.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Weeks before the election the boarding
houses along Market street and Chestnut street were filled with
strangers who had never been seen before in the city of St. Lonis.
They were all nsed for the purposes of that election, and in ex-
planation of what my ¢ asks these tickets are handed out
to each voter in bunches, as he is aware,

Mr. RUCKER. That is usually the case.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And of course it is not very diffienlt to
explain that a repeater, a man who can not read the caption of
the Republican or Democratic ticket, might mistake the ticket
and intend to vote the Democratic ticket, but actually vote the
Republican ticket.

Mr. RUCKER. I would make this suggestion: I never heard
of a Republican candidate making such a grievous error as to
buy mg: Who did not know enough to vote the right ticket after

Mr. SM 'I'H of Towa. Did not know how to vote the right
ticket! Did not your candidate on the Democratic ticket advise
men to take the money and then go and vote their own ticket?

Mr. RUCKER. I say that any man who says the last Demo-
cratic candidate for the Presidency advised men to sell their votes
utters a foul slander, which I do not believe the gentleman from
Iowa intends or is capable of doing.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. He said, ** Take théir money and vote as
you choose.’”” I do not mean he ever advised men to sell their
votes, because at the time he was advising them to vote for him-
self. Of course, he never advised them to sell their votes. He
was trying to get them to vote for him.

Mr, RUCKER. Idomnot believe that he ever told them that.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Yon do not?

Mr. RUCKER. Did you ever hear him say it?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I never heard him say so.

Mr. RUCKER. I donotthink any other man ever heard him.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It has been stated in the press time and
again and never questioned.

Mr. RUCKER. I question it now.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. It was never questioned.

Mr. RUCKER. He is too greata man to question e
litical falsehood that may be circulated through Repub

papers
I trust that he is too great a man to tol-

can

Mr. SMITH of Iowa.
erate such a charge against him without denying it if false.

Mr. RUCKER. It wonld take a man a lifetime to answer all
Republican slanders.

Mr. MANN. He is still their leader.

Mr. SMITH of ITowa. In some polling precincts, in order that
this iniguity might be carried on with greater safety, they pasted
newspapers all over the windows clear up to the ceiling, to pre-
vent anyone from by any possibility discovering the frand, from
w then carried it out according to their sweet will

Colonel Butler was the boss of the Democratic party of theci
of 8t. Lonis. He conducted this marvelous campaign by whic
there was a reversal of 6,000 in the vote in that district. I need
not refer to the reputation of this distingnished Democratic leader.
I say that no man can read his record without coming to the con-
clusion that this whole election was a travesty. So when gentle-
men ask McBurney, “If Mr. Hennings roomed at the Jefferson
Club, then your canvasser was not correct?’’ Hesaid, ** Of course
it was not, if he lived there; but I did not findhim.”" They never
produced any evidence that he lived at the Jefferson Club. They
proved their case by the question put to the witness and never by
the answer. Witness after witness was brought up and testified
that he lived in the house ted as the home of some of these
fraundulent voters and swore that no such person ever lived in that

lace.
R Witness after witness comes upon the stand and swears that
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he lives next door to a certain place where voters registered from,
and no such person lives there at all. That is one of the things
repeated by this contestee. No witnesses are called by him to
disprove any of these grave charges; not a syllable of evidence is
furnished to this House tending to strengthen his case. Sus-
picious at least. We should have supposed that he would have
regarded some of these circumstances. If these men existed, why
did he not bring in just a few of them so that we could look at
them. But witnesses living in the very house from which the
registry was made swore no such person ever lived there, persons
living in hounses adjoining those from which persons were regis-
tered swore that these people never lived there. Not onesyllable
of evidence is brought by this contestee to refute that charge.

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman to say that the
evidence in this case is that when it was alleged that certain
voters who were alleged to have voted for the contestee did not
live at the place at which they were registered that no other per-
son answering to the descrié:tion either by name or otherwise
was produced to say that he did vote for Mr. Butler?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No. A woman would come on the stand
from a house where a man was registered and voted for Butler,
and swear that no such man lived there at that time, and never
lived there, and there was no evidence brought in to show that
he had ever lived there.

Mr. BARTLETT, You never asked for the voter. Why did
not they produce him if he really voted?

Mr. ShFITH of Jowa. That was what we were trying to find
out. We never could get them to produce them.

Mr. BARTLETT. ﬁzt one?

Mr, SMITH of Iowa. Not one.

Mr. BARTLETT. Not one?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Not one. [Laughter.] There were
9,000, and not one groduced: 9,180, and not one produced.

Mr. MANN. I think there was one produced.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Omne produced. There was one pro-
duced. I beg the gentleman's on. ~There were 9,179 who
were not produced. [Laughter.

Mr. VILLE. ill the gentlemen permit an interrnption?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly.

Mr. NEVILLE. How much majority does the evidence show
in favor of Butler?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Three thousand five hundred.

Mr. NEVILLE. And you say that there were 9,000 frandulent
votes cast?

Mr. SMITH of Towa. No: I did not say so.
9,180 fraundulent registrations.

Mr. NEVILLE. And how many fraudulent votes?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. A little over 7,000,

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. How does the gentleman account for
the fact that the contestee only got 3,000 majority, if there were
cast 9,000 frandnlent votes?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Ihave told the gentleman that there
were only between 7,000 and 8,000 fraudulent votes, and the Re-

ublicans had 2,300 majority in the previous election, and these
raudulent votes were enough to overcome that majority and give
Butler 3.500.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What became of the other 2,000?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I told the committee that 5,000 and odd
of those votes were found by examination of the ballots to have
been cast for Butler, and about 2,000 for Horton, making the 7,000,

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. They were split up, then?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have explained the best I know how.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say in conclusion that we have been
hearing a great deal lately about imperialism. Iwant to say that
the enemies of republican liberty and of republican institutions
are not those who seek to carry them across the waters to the
people beyond our western sun. The ple who are the enemies
of republican institutions and republican liberty are those who
procure fraudulent naturalization; those who procure fraudulent
registration; those who procure frandulent votes to be cast; those
who by force and violence subvert the will of the people at the
ballot box; those who debauch the whole election machinery until
fepublican government at home becomes naught but a mockery.

[Applause on the Republican side. ]

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Before the gentleman takes
his seat I want to ask him a question.

Mr. SMITH of ITowa. Very well.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITC . I want to ask the gentleman
from Iowa if he will not modify his statement he made against
the last Democratic candidate for President. I understood that
it was said that he advised those men that were supposed to be
intimidated into wearing the McKinley button to wear the but-
ton and vote the Democratic ticket, and I do not believe it was
ever charged that he advised them to take money for voting one
way and then vote the other. I ask the gentleman if he will not
modify the statement by omitting the charge as he has alleged it?

I said there were

Mr. SMITH of Towa. My recollection is the other way.

Mr. WILLIAM W, KITCHIN. My recollection is that he only
Egld them that if they insisted on wearing the buttons to wear

em.

Mr, SMITH of Towa. It was the farthest from my intention to
slander Colonel Bryan. :

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I thinkitonly applied to those
men who were employed by large corporations, which corporations
required them to wear the Mc%nl’ ey button, and that there never
was a charge made against him that he told them to take the
money and then vote the other way.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to say that I have no desire to
say anything unjustly reflecting upon Colonel Bryan. My recol-
lection is as I stated. If I am mistaken, then I am ready to with-
draw the remark.

Mr. WILLTAM W. KITCHIN. Iask the tleman to with-
draw it now, or put in his speech some publication from some
newapag&r making the charge.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not able, Mr. Speaker, at this time,
after the lapse of years to produce any newspaper article making
that charge.

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, then, upon that sort of a vague recol-
lection is the gentleman willing to slander a good man?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman chooses to call it a
slander, I have nothing to reply. I have not said that I made the
statement on any vague recollection. I believe it to be true, as I
have stated. I have said that I could not produce the proof at
this moment, and if I am mistaken I wish to withdraw it.

Mr. CLAYTON. You do not know it yourself? You can not
get any witness to it?

Mr. VANDIVER. Can the gentleman give the name of any
reputable newspaper that published such a charge?

r. SMITH of Iowa. I think they all made the charge.

Mr. VANDIVER. But you can not give the name of one?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think they all made the charge.

Mr. CLAYTON. The charge, if ever made, is false and slan-
derous, and the gentleman from Iowa ought to know it to be so.

Mr. VANDIVER. The gentleman can not give the name of a
single paper.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14019)
making apg)ropriations to provide for the expenses of the Gov-
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1903, and for other purposes.

ELECTION CONTEST—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interro-
gate my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ala-
bama, as to how much time he now desires.

Mr. BOWIE. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio that
Mr. Butler told me this morning that he was very sick. I saw
him in bed, and he looked like he was sick. I have a certificate
from his physician to that effect. Mr. Butler told me he did
not want to come here if it was possible to avoid it, but he said if
the case was called and entered into consideration of it, notwith-
standing the advice of his physician to the contrary, he was going
to come here.

I have been looking for him to come here. That is the last
word I had from him. I sent his secretary to him a half or three-
quarters of an hour ago to find out whether he was coming. I
have not yet heard. If Mr, Butler should come, he has a speech
that he wants to read. He says that he is not strong enough to
deliver it. That will take an hour. I can not possibly discuss
this case in less than an hour or an hour and a half.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Why not take two hours and a half on
each side? .

Mr. BOWIE. That would carry the question over until to-
morrow?

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Yes, sir.

Mr. BOWIE. Well, I am perfectly willing to agree to that
with the understanding that if Mr. Butler should come and
should want more time than this arrangement contemplates, he
may have it.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent
that debate on this case continue for five hours altogether, the
g}t:ntleman from Alabama [Mr. Bowmlmcontm]ling one half of
the time and I the other half, one hour having been consumed on
our side—five hours in all.

Mr. BOWIE. But the arrangement shounld be subject to this
provision, that if Mr. Butler should come here we may ask that
the time be extended for another hour.
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Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, Of course Mr, Butler’s speech will be
on the side of the contestee—

Mr. BOWIE. I understand that; but I want it understood
that there shall be more time allowed on our side if he should
come and want more., y

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Of course if there is a situation that
makes it necessary, we can act accordingly. But I think the gen-
tlemen on the other side can cut their cloth to fit his needs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. NEvIN). The gentleman
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that debate on this case be
closed in five hours, two hours and a half being allowed on each
side, and the one hour already consumed being counted as part
of the five hours. g

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I thinkwe onght to have another hour.
Missouri wants to be heard on this guestion.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Well, make it six hours.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request is for six hours’ de-
bate, three hours on each side.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. And at the end of that time that the
previous question shall be considered as ordered upon the resolu-
tion and substitute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks that at the
expiration of six hours the previous question be ordered on the
resolution. In the absence of objection this order will be made.
The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated by the gentleman
[Mr. SmiTH of Towa| who has just closed his remarks that the evi-
dence in this case shows that more than 9,000 persons were illegally
registered in the Twelfth Congressional district in the city of St.
Louis at the last election. Now, before categorically denying the
statement that the legal evidence in this case shows any such fact
as that, I wish to correct the gentleman and say that the McBurney
canvass, to which he alludes, and which, as I insist, constitutes
the whole basis and fabric of this case, shows not 9.000 fraudulent
registrations, but, if that canvass be true, it shows a fraudulent
registration in six of the wards of 14,088, in gwcincta covering
barely more than one-half of the district. And it was stated dur-
ing the oral argument before the committee that the only reason
that that canvass did not extend through the whole district was
that they did not have sufficient time in which to make the can-
vass, and that the information which they had was that the false
registration in the remaining precincts of the district was just as
great proportionately as it was in the portion they did examine.
So that if the statement be true there 1s, according to the theory
on which the majority base their case, upon which the contestant
bases his case, more than 24,000 fraudulent registrations in one
Congressional district in the city of St. Louis; not 9,000, not
14,700, but over 24,000.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert withont the fear of successful con-
tradiction that if this were a case to be tried before the Supreme
Court or in a circnit court, as against which an appeal to the
Supreme Court would lie, that instead of 24,000 fraugulent regis-
trations being shown by this evidence to exist in this one district
the legal and competent evidence in this record would not show
200. I expect to demonstrate that to any fair-minded man who
will do me the honor to listen to the analysis of the case that has
been presented in behalf of the contestant.

In the first place I assert the proposition that when they say that
in less than two-thirds of the election precincts in one Congres-
sional district there were 14,088 fraudulent registrations they
asserta proposition which challenges the credulity of any human
being. It 18 a thing which on its face we know is not true, and
it never happened in the Twelfth Congressional district of Mis-
souri at the last election. It neverhappened anywhere on earth—
that is, in the United States, at least; never in any Congressional
district—that more than 50 per cent of the total registration is
fraudulent.

Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of this House for a
few moments to what the accusation of 14,088 frandulent names
means. These figures are obtained from 67 of the brief of
contestant’s counsel in this case. I guote the table, as follows:

Not found.
Ward. Regis-
tered. | MeBur-| copgys. (Ineither.
Y-
2,002 2,818 1,508
3,111 3,139 2,443
1,618 1,885 956
2,469 2,906 2,042
1,608 1,881 1,060
1,518 1,964 1,110
12,411 | 14,088 9,209

Now let us analyze the meaning of these figures. If out of
27,467 names registered 14,088 are fraudulent, we find the legiti-

mate registration only 48.7 per cent of the total. Now, the com-
plete registration in the district was 47,752. Take 48.7 per cent
of this total registration and we find the legitimate registration
to be only 23,255 in the whole district. Now, the population of
the district in June, 1900, was 179,767, and the ratio of legitimate
registration to population according to this contention is only 12
per cent., The mere statement of this proposition ought to be
enough to show its absurdity, but I offer other testimony which,
in my judgment, clinéhes it beyond all peradventure. >

We have the census of the United States, which shows, first
the population of that district in the month of June, 1900, all
told; second, the male population over 21 years of age in that
Congressional district. We have the same with reference to
every Congressional district in the United States. Now, if there
were either 14,000 or 24,000 frandulent names upon the registra-
tion list, it would swell the total proportion of registration in this
Congressional district higher than in any other in the Union, for
no Representative on this floor will admit that in his district any
such condition of affairs exists. It will be the highest percentage
of any in the United States.

If there were 14,000 fraudulent names, the result of it would
be that there would be more names registered than the census of
the United States showed were there, because we know, as a mat-
ter of fact, that in a closely contested election in a great city like
St. Lonis they always register from 80 to 90 per cent of the pos-
sible vote, and oftentimes more, and if you add to the legitimate
registration, which, running between 80 and 90 per cent and in
some cases a little over in less than two-thirds of the election
precinets of the district, 14,088 names, we will have the case that
in this Congressional district there were registered largely more
names than the census showed lived there. Well, now, what
does the census show with reference to that pr ition? Inthe
first place, as already shown, the population of the Twelfth Con-
gressional district is 179,767. The total registration in that dis-
trict is 47,752; the percentage which that registration bears to the
total population is barely 0.26. 24

I am speaking of the registration, mind you, and not the vote.
Unfortunately there are some wards that are fractional wards in
this Congressional district, as there are in the other two Con-
gressional districts in the city of St. Louis, but we have eight
wards that arecomplete—eight full wards in this district. The
population of males over 21 years of age, as shown by the official
returns of the census, is limited to the full wards, and hence the
percentage can not be carried into the fractional wards, but the
fractional wards offset each other throughout the city. Now, in
the eight full wards of the Twelfth Congressional district there
were male inhabitants over 21 years of age, according to the cen-
sus of the United States, a total of 48,704, There were only
38,439 of these who reﬁ'istered, making more than 10,000 less reg-
istered voters in eight wards of this district than the census
showed lived there three months before the election; 10,000 less.
There were only 383,387 who actually voted.

Now, what else do we find? We find that the proportion of
registered males oyer 21 years of age to the total in these wards
of this district is 78.9 per cent. The proportion of vote to popu-
lation in this district—they claim over 7,000 fraudulent votes—is
only 68.5 per cent, showing that 31.5 per cent of the total male
population over 21 years of age in that district never voted.
Twenty-one per cent never registered. What does further com-
parison show? Tt is not claimed that in the Tenth Congressional
distriet of St. Lounis there is any evidence to show there was any
fraud in the registration. Upon the contrary the assertion was
made in the oral argument before the committee by the counsel for
the contestant that they had tested some wards and precincts in
the Tenth and the Eleventh districts, now represented by Repub-
licans on this floor, with their celebrated McBurney canvass, and
it run about even, about natural, what it ought to be.,

Now, let us apply that test. In the district represented by the
gentleman who is now looking at me [Mr. BaArTHOLDT] the total
registration of males over 21 years of age was 78 per cent—within
a fraction of 1 per cent of the same as the registration in Mr.
Butler's district. In Mr. Joy’s district, the Eleventh, it was
78.5 per cent, or within four-tenths of 1 per cent of the same,
going by full wards, you understand, because I have not got the
registration by fractional wards as bearing on males over 21 years
of Now, when we come to the vote, when yon take the case
of the Tenth district, we find that the vote was 72.5 per cent of
the total male population over 21 years of age. In Mr. Joy's dis-
trict it was 73.5 per cent, and in Mr. Butler’s district it was 68.5
per cent; right there, three districts, side by side, in the same city,
two of them represented by Republicans and elected under this
same law as Mr. Butler was elected under, and their registration
is within a fraction of 1 per cent of the same, and their vote isin
one case 4 per cent more and in the other 5, and yet they tell us
that there were 14,000 frandulent registrations and 7,500 fraudu-
lent votes in the Democratic district.
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman :pardon me? I have
3 here to show——
“Mr. BOWIE. 8o have I.
Mr. BARTHOLDT. That thetotal increasein the Republican
and Democratic vote in the Butler. district was som over
12,000 votes,svhile. in the adjoining district, the district:which I

have the honor to represent——
‘Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman-say that the total increase
in the votes avas 12,0007 .

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 'The increase in the total vote was 12,000,

‘Mr. BOWIE. At what election?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The increase of the Democratic and Re-
publican vote.

Mr. BOWIE. At what election?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Nineteen hundred.

Mr. BOWIE. Over what election?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Over the preceding election.

Mr. BOWIE. Oh!

" Mr. BARTHOLDT. While in the adjoining district, which I
have the honor to represent, a district which has.a much larger
population, the increase is but 9,000, -and in Mr. Jo¥’s district the
inerease is but 7,500. And the increase in the party vote makes
it still moreapparent. The party vote hasincreased evenly in my
district, and so it has in Mr. Jov's district, while in Mr. Butler’s
district a Republican majority of 2.500 was wiped ont-and a Dem-
ocratic majority of 3,500 substituted.

Mr, B%%V]E. 1 thank thee, Rhoderick, for that word.”” In
the Twelfth Congressional district of the city of St. Louis, in 1896,
avhen the election was held under the celebrated and much-lauded
Filley law, the vote was only 2,000 less than it was in 1900 under
the much-denounced Nesbit law. Those were Presidential years,
and it is fair to compare them. And when you run the compari-
son down further, you will find that, making allowance for the
incroase of population between 1896 and 1900 at the same ratio as
the population increased between 1890 and 1896—in other words,
proportioning the increase of population fairly between the two
periods—the vote and theregistration under the Filley law in 1896
in this district was higher than it wasin 1900 under the Nesbif law.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Has the gentleman taken into considera-
tion the fact that this district is-a business district, situated in
the heart of the city, and that a migration has taken place from
these business wards out into the ountskirts on account of the
rapid-transit facilities which have been inangurated in the city,
go that the increase in the district represented by Mr. Butler is
naturally not as large as it would be in other districts? e

Mr. BOWIE. Well, I do not know anything about that
B e B et e o it e

W, Was a T cen S on it was.in

900, under the Nesbit law.

Now, I want to call theattention of the membersof this House
to some further fignres which I have on that subject. The gen-
tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. SsrrH. of Towa] claims
that there are over 9,000 names not fonnd either by the census or
the McBurney canvas, 14,000 not found by McBurney,and over

12,000 not feund by the census, 9,000 not found by either. Now,
bear in mind the fact that Mr. Butler’s total vote in rtion
1o the male population was 68.5 per cent, and that his total regis-

tration to male population was 78.9. Now, let me apply those
same figures to the Congressional district of the gentleman who
has just argued this ecase on behalf of the ms&o'hnsty I have the
official figures of the Ninth Iowa district. t distriet had a
population in June, 1900, of 202,253, and of males over 21, 56,135,
awith .a total vote of 47,858. T have not the registration, but the
total vote. The percentage of votes to population is 23.6, or more
than it was in Butler's district. The percentage of votes to males
over 21 years of agewas 85.2,against 68.5 in Butler's district.
And yet there is nobody charges that there were either 7,000 or
9,000 or 14,000 or 12,000 frandulent votes in his district. - And it
shows a larger per cent of votes to population and a much larger
per cent of votes to male population over 21 years of age.

And I want to earry the comparison a little further. Iwantto
take the case of the Eighteenth Ohio district, r?resenbed by the
distinguished chairman of this committee [Mr. TA¥LER of Ohio].
'The percentage of that vote to population was 24.6, or 1.6 per cent
amore than it was in this district, and the percentage of votes of
amales over 21 was 82.4, or about 4 per cent.more than the regis-
tration in Butler's district.

Take another one, the Tenth Indiana distriet, represented by the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. The percentage of
votes to population is 26.2, or more than 8 per cent greater. The

cent of votes to males over 21 is 88.3, against 68.5. of vote, or
78.9 of registration in Butler's.

In every case that I have cited .the per cent of votes to males
over 21 years of age is greater than the per cent of registration to
males over 21 years of age in Butler's district.

I could carry it further. I could take the district represented by

‘cent sum of 2 eents a name,

General GROSVENOR, of Ohio, where the percentage of votes was
89.2 of males over 21 years of age and the percentage of votes to
) tion was 24.1. I could take a number of others which I
ve here, which I will not take the time to refer to, but I dare
assert this proposition. "That in a'hotly contested election, in what
we call the close States of this country, that in more than two-
thirds of them, in over half of the districts represented by Repub-
licans in this :House, the percentage of votes was greater than it
was in Butler’s,and the percentage of votes in manyof them was
greater than the percentage of the registration in Butler’s.
-Now, I have-shown that, with these facts staring us in the face,
I assert that it was a physical impossibility for this thing to be
true. Here was a Republican district, they say. It has gone
Republican three times in twenty years. Hereisa districtwhich
has gone Republican three times in twenty years, the last two
prior to this being Republican. Here was a closely contested
election, in a city where everybody lives within a few hundred
yards of the polling place, and only 68 per cent of the total possi-
ble vote was cast, and only 78 Per cent of the total possible regis-
tration wasmade. I say that it staggers anybody’s eredulity to
say that there were 14,000 fraudulent registrations nnder those
circumstances, or even 9,000, A
‘Now, what else dowe find? The idea of 14,000 fraudunlent reg-
istrations is based mpon a political canvass made by paid em-
ployees of the-attorneys of the contestant. They took about six
or seven days to make it. The canvassers-were paid the munifi-
1t was made six months after the
census wastaken. It was made in the month of December, when
the town was full of people as compared with what it wounld be
in June. There were more people, as everybody knows, in the
city of St. Louis in December, 1900, than therewere in June, 1900;
and yet what does this canvass show in ‘the ‘eight wards of the
city of St. Louis? It shows in the eight wards of the city of St.
Louis that Mr. McBurney found 9,000 less people than were found
by the census in June. I will read it by w g
McBurney found in the Third Ward 5.612 males over 21 years
of age. The census, six' months before, found 6,522,
- In the Fourth Ward McBurney found 8,553; the census found

B17.
: g;l;; the Fifth Ward McBurney found 4,082; ‘the ‘census ‘found
"In the Sixth Ward McBurney found 5,285; the census found

6,260,

f’ In;iﬂs:aasfourbeenth “Ward McBurney found 4,291; the census
ound 5,851

gI;lgtha Fifteenth Ward McBurney found 4,465; the census found
5,979, ;

‘In the Twenty-second Ward McBurney found 5,401; the census
found 5,963. .

In the Twenty-third Ward McBurney found 5,209; ‘the census
fonnd 5,454, _ : P

Total in eightwards found by McBurney, 87,938; by the census,
46,940; ‘or 9,002 more male inhabitants over 21 years of age found
by the census in June than by McBurney’s canvassers in the same

territory in December of the same year.
Now, Mr. ker—— :
Mr. WILL ‘W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman allow me

to.ask him ﬂu&sﬁon Tight there?

Mr, BO . Certainly.

Mr, WILLTAM W. KITCHIN. Is the correctness of McBur-
ne;{’s canvass essential to the success of the contestant?

Mr. BOWIE. Assuredly. .

“Mr. ' MANN. Oh, well—will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly.

‘Mr. MANN. 'The contestant or the report would be sustained
either upon the MceBurney canvass or the censuscanvass, Isthat
not so?

Mr, BOWIE, No, sir.

M};MANN Would it not be sustained upon the census can-
vass?

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that the census can-
vass does not show that there are at least 9,000 registered voters
not found by the census officials?

Mr. BOWIE. Why,certainly, on the compilation as they state
it to us it shows that there were 12,000, 5

"Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that there were at least 9,000
voters who were registered who were not found on the census
canvass in this district?

Mr. BOWIE. Speaking truthfully, no; speaking literally, ac-
cording to 'the compilation as , yes; and I will explain

‘myself. The census shows that in-eight full wards, which I read
. & while ago and which I have in my hand, there were 10,000 more

people over 21 years of age there in June, 1800, than were regis-
tered in November, 1900. In other words, the register was 10,000
short in eight wards; and the fact is, as I expect to demonstrate,
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that there were a great many people—and the-evidence shows it
in this record—who meved:between: the. time when:the census
was taken.and the time registration was closed; there were peo-
ple who mot only moved, but: e who died; not-only people
who died, but mistakeswere made in the census and in the regis-
tration; so that: truthfully speaking; the statement the gentleman
makes is not a fact,

"Mr. MANN. ‘Well, that is an argunment. ‘I'did:notwant the
gentleman to' be misled. 'Is it mot.a fact thatithere-were 9,000
names of persons on theregistration list whose:addresses werenot
found by the census officials under these names?

"Mr. BOWIE. ‘At thoseaddresses. That is what is said by the
compilers. I'donot dispute it, nor do I know anything -abount it.

‘Mr. MANN. ‘Iunderstood thegentleman did not dispute it; we
all know it to be a fact, but I thought his answer to the gentle-
man from North Carolina was misleading in that respect.

Mr. WILLIAM "W. KITCHIN. 'Let:me ask the gentleman
from Igjmom ‘does he depend on the correctness of the M¢Burney
rt?
. MANN. So far as I am concerned, I do not depend on the
‘correctness of the MeBurney report. :

‘Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, 'If I mayanswer that—and I think the
gentleman from North Carolina wants information—I am sure the
gentleman from ‘Alabama does' not intend to: give anything but
his view of the case. "We do not depend;in any serious sense,

upon the ‘MeBurney canvass. (It is-a mere incident in'this in- |

quiry. -Our conclusion—and I speak forfive of my colleagnes—
would be-as certainly what it:is:mow if the McBurney canvass
had never been taken.
‘Mr. WILLTAM 'W. KITCHIN. 'Does the gentleman contend
that the McBurney canvass is-correct? y
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio, 'I think it :ﬁgmctﬂ correct—as cor-
‘rect:as any well-taken directory would be; but I:think there are
- objections that :are applicable to'the MeBurney canvass techni-
cally considered.
{Mr. WILLIAM W. ‘KITCHIN. I understand:the gentleman
from ‘Alabama has shown conclusively that the MeBurney canvass
‘can not be correct if any reliance can be on the census.
‘Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Oh, I think!the McBurney canvass is
Eaﬁtically correct; I think it is the most accurate thing of its
~HANC,

SMr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 'Buatitshows a discrepaney of
-several thomsand between that and the census.

'Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. :But that is.as easily demonstrated on
‘the otherside as my friend demonstrates it on his side. It is one
of those interesting logical processes.

‘Mr. BOWIE. Now, Mr. 8 r, I assert -that-there:is no
'basis for this case unless the! MeBurney canvass: isrelied upon,
the gentleman’s disclaimer to the contrary notwithstanding. ‘Un-
‘Jess that canvass is actunally accepted as speaking the truth in this
-case there is not.a-single peg for this case to stand-upon.

The gentleman from ﬁfm ois ted : that-the 'same thing
swould be shown by the census. It isasserted by the compilers of
the figures—and:none of ms' have verified: them;we have all ac-
" e the compilers’s statement; no:member of the committes
undertook: to' verify them—it is asserted by the compilers that
there were: 12,000 names found in the registration that were not
found by the census under those namesat the same addresses. :I

pubmit that it is not: competent evidence; that:it:does not: prove |

anything; that it does not justify any judgment, because the same
: f shows that a census enumerator found 10,000-more men in
‘June than were registered in November i the eightwards.

Mr. MANN. Do I understand the gentleman’s position'to be
tthat if: a man registers-and he 'did not:live at the place that he
‘registered from, that that is offset by a man’s registering at some

other place?
‘Mr.. BOWIE. No; butin connectionwith the- ent I have
‘made, that*there was a smaller registration’here than there was

-in over: one-half: of ‘the Congressional ‘districts of the United
-Btates; that there was a smallervote here than in over half of the
( Congressional -'districts in the United States; in the face of the
fact thatwe!know that between the monthsof June and Novem-

ber men move away and men die, and im the faceof the fact that
.we know that mistakes are bonnd’ to be made both in the census
and in the registration -and’in the compilation; in the face of all
‘these facts it can not be seriously contended that a partisan com-
.pilation from United States census is'competent evidence for any
-purpose, any more than the McBurney canvass. “Wecan refer to

it for the purpose of showing how many males were found there;
Ibut to show that A'lived in a certain ‘house in 'June, 1900, does
‘not show that heis an’ incompetent voter merely becanse A Teg-
‘istered from another house in October or November, The viceof
“the proposition is that the period of taking the census:is not con-
‘temporaneous with that of the registration, and ‘the evidence we
! have of the census is not the ori 1 copy, but.is secondary evi-
“dence of the most vicious type.

“Mr. Bhapleigh’s w
- he lived there on e]nct.ton day and prior thereto?

‘that they made this canvass fairly?

“Now, who isito say how many men:moved in-the city of St.
Louis . in ‘these three:menths? ho:is-to ;say how:many men
died? Who is to say how many mistakes-were made by the com-
pilers? ‘“Who .is: to-say how many mistakes were made by the
enumerators? Who.is'to say how many mistakes were made by

-the registrars? ‘There is not.a single thing in the alleged discr

ancy between the census
ge ect honesty and fairness. Now, the gentleman says that they
o not rely. upon' the Mc¢Burney canvass, and yet they make: the
McBurney canvass the basis of their report, declaring that Horton
is not entitled to a seat on this floor. It runs through all the ar-
gument of ‘'connsel from beginning to end,.and runs through the
majority report in this case in more than a dozen instances.
Now,what is the McBurney canvass? I want toread youwhat

and the registration inconsistent wi

‘Mr. McBurney-said ' his canvass was. -ILread from the testimony

as printed on page 269 of the record:

Q. What, if any, information had yon concerning the ation in various
d.is%-iuu and pu'gsot the city by which you could ndsap\g%er the returns
A. Idid not have any. Ihad them, but I did not eompare them.

of these men were accurate or not?

Again, I read from page 270. Mr. McBurney was asked: this
question:

- Q. "Now; you say the canvassers retnrned to you certain honses as vacant
What did you dodn such & case in order to test the report of the ean-

v
A. 'Well, the original r%gort of the canvassers was taken and jotted on the
tration list opposite the registration. - :
< Insuch cases did yow send out a second time in order to get informa-
tion about those houses that were reported vacant, if, in hcthiat appeared
tm:: fi\i’he r;gistuﬁ. jon list that any persons were registered from those houses?
o sir.

‘Now I want to read from the testimony of Mr. Moone, as
printed on page 331 of the record:

I obtained—went to the door.and obtained.all' the information necessary
under- the. , ealling’ for the names of every male living in the
house at that date of theageof 21 or over. I-always got the information
through the parties, the head of the family, or-whoever cams to the door.

On page 835 he was asked:

. Q. Did you receive any information or instruction when you went out
these first six days, or atany other time, to makeinquiries as towhether the
men whose names you would find at certain numbers were- from
there or lived there on election day and prior thereto?

A. No, sir; nothing was said about election day. :
3. As I understand it; your sole instruction and the sole inquiries you
e was, did they live there at that time?
A. At that time.
ﬁ b{mgn the day you wisited the house?
. Yes,

2_:' And you commenced about the 20th of December?
'I think that was the dny;tg'esil::
. And ended it some time this week?

Well, in the first six days it really ended.

g. After it really ended gou went back?

‘A Well, Fwas hfrad to.do some'work over again. .

2 Mmgou bhad done the work in'Judge Fisse's 6ffice—MéBurney's office?
s '4 + MeBurney's office.

Q.-And this was not-connected with the World’s Fair statisties, but was
an election contest? - You understood t, did yon not—that your work was
to ascertain whether men were correctly registered at those numbers?

A. Idid after that; yes,sir.

Q. Now, after you nnderstood that; you would go to these houses—suchas
's house—and you make sn‘inquiry as to whether or not

A, No, sir.

Q. 'x"‘“’*”i it'was about an election contest and for the purpose of ascer-
taining votes audmnﬂyrsghtm&this canvass of yours being made long
election, why didn't you e those inguiries?

Q7 Yeat bub t"1’}‘1}11«11::"0" t ¥

Yes; W 't yow anyway?

g. Well, I t instructed to.
e £ ® * L] * -

Q. Well, where you find & man died about the 1st of January, as is your
recollection in the case of Mr, Sha h, and you were making that canvass
for the purpose of d&w ether or not hewas correctly
there on election day; why:didn't you make further ?

: to.do it, and I didn't do it.

A. Iswasn't
Q. ‘Iiém didn't do it?
‘A No, =ir.
&'Now; that is true all over the district canvassed, isn't it?
A. Yes, sir.
- * L * - * L]

Q. And where you found Mr. Shapleigh dead, and was satisfied from the
chégy that he had lived there a long while, you reported ngme as not
ounar
A, I'didn't put it'down at all. ' I just put down the coachman’s name,

That testimony shows how this alleged canvass was taken.
These canvassers went: there the last week in December. They

‘went to the doors of houses and asked anybody who came to the

door who there was over 21 years of age living there at that time.
'They got-some of the names down and some they did not. They
put down whatever name was given them by anybody who came
to the door. This canvass was the last week in ca few
of the eanvassers extending their work into the first few days of

‘January.

“That is the McBurney canvass. Did those canvassing officers
themselves come here and goupon the witness stand and swear
There were 57 of them. One
man did go on the witness stand and testified just what I have
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read to you from his testimony as to what he did. The other 56
did not testify at all. There was no opportunity to put the testi-
mony of a single one of the McBurney canvassers to the test of
cross-examination except in the case of Mr. Moone; and his testi-
mony shows that it is utterly unworthy of credit, because he said
he asked just anybody who came to the door to answer his ques-
tions. o other one of the canvassers was put nupon the stand.
These others make ex parte affidavits; they talked the matter over
with an employee of 'I:Ee contestant; and he makes a compilation.
Now, let us see what is the value of that compilation.

Mr. VANDIVER. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether
those men who took that count were sworn as to the results, and
were they cross-examined?

Mr, BOWIE. No; they were not examined judicially. They
made an ex parte affidavit on a printed blank after they came
back with such information as they had.

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that if they had
been put on the stand and cross-examined the cross-examination
would be continuing now?

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir; I do not. -

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think they would have
had to examine about every man whose name was on the list?

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir. The gentleman from Illinois might
have tried his case that way; but the gentlemen who represent
the contestee did mot. Take this record of over 2,000 printed
pages, and I will show to any man who will take the trouble to
investigate it that there was four times as much time spent on
the direct examination as on the cross-examination.

There is not a single thing to indicate anywhere that any at-
tempt was made to nnduly prolong the examination, not one.
They took up four times the time in the direct examination as was
taken upin the cross-examination, and, what is more than that, if
th:aiy had undertaken to do a thing of that sort this committee
and this House would have the right, and it wounld have exercised
it, of granting time to complete it. Such a thing never would
have happened.

- Mr. MANN. Isitnot true that the gentleman himself, in one
of these cases we had, insisted npon not considering evidence be-
cause it was not put in at the time?

Mr. BOWIE. Who; I?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. BOWIE. What case?

Mr. MANN. In the Burnett case.

Mr. BOWIE. The committee mnanimously found BURNETT
was elected.

Mr. MANN. Yes, and disregarded evidence that was taken
after time, in which opinion the gentleman from Alabama very
cheerfully joined.

Mr. BOWIE. Yes, because that man was right there in reach
of the attorneys for the contestant for the forty days during the
first examination and for the last ten days in the rebuttal, and
was not examined until three months after the time had run and
they got him in the office of the lawyers in the city of Birming-
ham and got him to sign an affidavit as to what his testimony
would be, after he was fixed, and that man’s testimony shows
that he is utterly unworthy of belief by any human being. [Ap-

lanse on the Democratic aide.} It ought to have been excluded,

ut so far as I am concerned 1 have to say that the question of
the exclusion of that testimony was never discussed before the
committee except by the lawyers in the case. The majority of
the committee came in and announced that they thought that
Burnett was entitled to his seat, and we thought so, too. That is
all that happened at the meeting of the committee.

Now, what has this House itself said with reference to such tes-
timony as this McBurney canvass? Here is a case that was de-
cided more than forty years ago. I desire to call the attention of
the House to the contested-election case of Whyte v. Harris, from
the State of Maryland, in 1838, forty-four years ago, in which a
similar canvass was attempted to be introduced in evidence, and
the response which the committee made to that attempt and the
judgment of the House upon the report of the committee:

Hearsay evidence is uniformly incompetent to establish any specific fact
which in its nature is susceptible of being proved by witnesses who speak
from their own knowledge. That it su s something better that might
be adduced in the particular cases is not the only ground of its exclusion. Its
intrinsic weakness, its incompetency to satisfy the mind as to the existence
of the fact, and the frands which may be &:mticed under its cover, all com-
bine to support the rule that hearsay evidence is wholly inadmissible.

[;I‘ha exceptions to the rule are well known, such as cases of pedigree, in-
seriptions on tombstones, etc.] Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of Minor
Queen v. Hepburn (7 Cranch, 24)) emphasizes this doctrine in saying that *all

uestions upon the rule of evidence are of vast importance to all orders and
gegﬂaus of men; our lives, our liberty, our prope: dv are all concerned in the
support of these rules, which have ¥>ee‘n matured by the wisdom of ages.
One of them is that hearsay evidence is totally inadmissible.” This rule was
also strietly applied in an election case in the English Parliament, cited in
Rogers' Law and Practice of Elections, page 172, where * it was proposed that
a witness should be sent for to prove a conversation with one Delande, upon
the und that he (Delande) could not be found to be served with the
ﬂ‘s writ, but, on argument, it was refused.”

Continuing further, it is said:
‘We regard the contestant’s proof on both these points as wholly vicious
and inadmissible, Lists are filed by him of names of persons in th":a differ-
did not vote because they were *intimidated.”

ent wards who, it is claimed
These lists are obtained, as the evidence shows, by sending men into the va-

rions wards, who, dividing them into different districts, make out separate
lists of such persons as they are assumed to have seen or heard from smtinﬂ-
that the persons whose names they thus returned were ‘‘intimidated.
They do not state, except in comparatively isolated cases, that they knew
the persons to be %unhﬁed voters, or what was the ground or reason of what
they called their idtimidation. In a vast number of cases they do not know
personally, those they see; many they do not even see, personally, but gaé
the information they report from their wives, their children, their neigh-
bors, or their landlords, and then, to add to the absurd insuficiency of such
proof, in the case of a number of thesze lists, they are put in evidence by the
Eﬁm“ who makes up the general list filed from these separate lists thus

nded in to him, and the separate lists, in many cases, are not proved by
those who collected the information in them, and many of these persons are
not even {mt upon the stand,

A greatly stronger case than the one now being considered, because the
alleged census was at least directed to the facts as they were supposed to
exist at the time of the election, whereas in the gmsent one the test of a man’s
legitimacy as a voter is not whether he resided in the precinct at the time of
Efn registration, but whether he continued to reside there for several months

r -

Now, Mr. S er, the House decided that the minority of the
committee which made that report was correct and refused to
unseat the contestee npon such evidence as that. Moreover, I
have here in my hand Mr. Rowell’s Digest of Contested Election
Cases, from which I will not read, but which shows that since the
organization of this Congress there has not been a single case in
which evidence of this sort was not spurned by the House of Rep-
resentatives. In every case where hearsay evidence was sought
to be introduced the majority and the minority of the committees
have declared that it was illegal and refused to accept it. Ihave
plenty of authority here from the highest courts of the land to
the same effect in contested election cases. This is the only case
in the history of this Congress in which evidence of this character
has been admitted and upon which it has been sought to deprive -
a man of a seat npon the floor of the House. s

In this McBurney canvass, take the case of Mr. Shapleigh, presi-
dent of the Shapleigh Hardware Company, a concern doing busi-
ness all over the United States, who died two months after the
election was over. Yet in the McBurney canvass he goes down as
a frandulent voter.

Take the case of Mr. Thomas C. Henning, one of the most
prominent lawyers in the city of St. Louis, who lives at the Jef-
ferson Club. The canvasser went there and asked of *‘ whoever
came to the door '’ the names of those over 21 years of age who
lived there, and the man gave him the name of T. Henning, or
possibly T. C. Henning, or possibly Thomas; but at any rate the
canvasser put him down as T. Henning, and on that they put this
man down as a fraudulent voter, because it did not happen to be
T. C. Henning.

Take the case of Eugene Johnson. He is registered as Eugene
Johnson. The canvasser puts him down as E. Johnson, and yet
he goes into this record as a fraudulent voter.

Take the case of the man who testified as a witness for the con-
testant and who was not found by the McBurney canvasser, Mr.
Sam W. Dicks. Here is his evidence in the record, and yet he
was not found and was put down as a frandulent voter.

Now, it was asserted by the gentleman from Iowa a few min-
utes ago that this McBurney canvass is enfitled to the same credit
and is as carefully prepared as the city directory, and the ma-
jority of the committee in their report undertake to give us the
remﬂ{ of an examination into what the city directory of St.
Lonis shows with reference to certain persons to whom registered
letters were sent.

I wish to call the attention of this House to the fact that the
canvass for the city directory of St. Lonis for 1901 was made
concurrently with the McBurney canvass and about the same
time these witnesses were testifying; yet that city directory
shows that 309 of the witnesses who testified for the contestant
in this case do not live at the places where they said they lived.
They offer the St. Louis city directory in evidence. They exam-
ined 929 witnesses, and the St. Louis city directory shows that
309 of those witnesses did not live at the places given by them
in their sworn testimony in this record.

The McBurney canvass is entitled to the same credit as the St.
Louis City Directory, they say, and they ought to add that it is
entitled to no more credit! ree hundred and nine witnesses
swore in this record that they lived at certain places. and the St.
Louis directory, taken at the same time, says that they did not.

It is upon such testimony that the case of the majority rests.

That is the character of testimony on which this House is asked
to declare this election null and void. There were 57 of McBur-
ney's canvassers engaged in this work abount a week, and 19, or
more than one-fourth, of them are not found in the city directory
of 8t. Louis. The majority of this House ask us to turn out a
man on a census taken in January, when there was a chance for
thousands of men, not hundreds, to move; a second chance of
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many hundreds at least to die; a third chance for thousands of
mistakes in the first ennmeration; another chance for thonsands
of mistakes in the compilation; a still further chance for the
registrar to get the name or the initial or the residence address
wrong, All of these chances, and yet not one of them taken into
account by the majority of the committee. g

Judge Smith says that if we reject this McBurney canvass it
makes it worse for the contestee. Turn a man out because this
compilation, made by the contestant in January, 1901, found
that it did not exactly correspond in name, in initials, in resi-
dence, or something of that sort with the census taken six or seven
months previously. It is the most ¥reposber0us proposition that
ever was presented to the House of Representatives; a greater
outrage, in my humble judgment, was never attempted. They
talk about frauds that were committed there. I say that to rely
on the census or on the McBurney census under those circum-
stances, and to hold that either of them, singly or collectively, by
themselves or added together, are a proper basis to deprive a
member holding the certificate of a sovereign State to his right
to a seatin this House, is a greater outrage upon justice than any-
thing which they charge upon the Democratic party in the city
of 8t. Louis.

Now, Mr. Speaker, it was said that the law of 1895, known as
the Filley law, was changed in 1809. I have already shown that
under the law ot' 1895 there was a larger percentage of registra-
tion and vote than under the law of 1899; and if the law of 1899

rmitted these pretended frandulent practices, what must have
ggen the law it superseded? It is said that 53 of the gentlemen
who were appointed to represent the Republican party in five of
the wards ofpthis district voted for Mr. Butler. I do not know
whether they did or not. I have not verified the statement; and
hence I will let it pass without a contradiction; but over and
against it I shall set the proposition that in every ome of the
wards referred to by the gentleman from Iowa excepting one
only, the officers, jut{ges, and clerks appointed to represent the
Republican party were appointed upon the recommendation of
the local Republican committeemen, the chairman of the com-
mittee for the precinet in question. X

And in the only one to which there is an exception we have
the evidence that there were factional differences between the
Republicans and the Republican representative on the board of
election commissioners. Mr. Kobusch made the motion that rep-
resentation be divided between the opposing factions. That fact
is undisputed. It isin the record. 1t is proven by the testimony
of the contestant’s witnesses that where they had two Republican
factions contending for supremacy in a particular ward, on the
motion of the Republican member of the board of election com-
missioners the representation was divided. In all the others, the
Republican committee—the chairman of the committee—selected
his own representatives, both judges and clerks; and if they se-
lected men who for any reason were unable to vote for Mr. Hor-
ton I submit that it is no reason why this House should declare
that election null and void and turn this man out of his seat.

The Republican quota in this district was 348. The Republican
committeemen—the regular committee which had charge of Hor-
ton’'s campaign—recommended all but 21 of the 348 names, and
these 21 were appointed upon the recommendation of the oppos-
ing political factions in the Republican party in the city of St.
Lonis upon the motion and at the instance of the Republican elec-
tion commissioner, and every one of them took an oath that he
was a Republican at the time he was appointed. This is the rec-
ord. dII: is impossible to conceive a just law more justly admin-
istered. \

But gentlemen say that there was a remarkable change which
came over that district. I have already alluded to the fact that
in the last twenty years the Democratic party carried that district
seven times and the Republican party carried it three times, and
two of the times that the Republican party carried it were in
1896 and in 1898, when the Democratic party in the city of St.
Lonis was torn to pieces over the money 31]15‘931:1011.

For sixteen years prior to that time the district had gone Demo-
cratic in every election but one. The Democratic party was in
the midst of great dissensions in 1806, and the R?Fublica.n party
nominated a strong man and he was elected. The same thing
happened in 1898, but by a largely reduced majority. In 1900 in
the precincts that I am going to read you from the record, in the

recincts where the Republican precinet committeemen got every
judge and every clerk of their own selection, in those wards where
there is no single judge or clerk but what was appointed by sup-
porters of Mr. Horton, what does it show? The Democratic party
in 7 of those wards gained 4,599 votes; the Republican party in 5 of
them gained 563 votes; a net Democratic gain in 12 wards of St.
Louis, where the Republicans had their own judges and clerks of
their own selection, of 4,036.

Mr. Pierce’s majority, the Republican nominee in 1898, was
2,321. Subtiracting that from the Democratic gain in districts
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where the Republicans had their own representation and wipe
out all the balance and Butler has a majority of 1,715. Add toit
the Democratic gains in those precincts in the other wards where
the regular Regublicmm got their own men and the majority is
about 3,000. That is the history of this district. That is the
condition of affairs.

Now, what else do we find in that district going to show that
Butler was fairly and honestly elected? We find, as I say, that
it is a Democratic district, and it only went Republican because
of the split on the money question. In 1900 the Gold Democrats
came back into the party in that district in the city of 8t. Louis,
and there were no factional differences. That fact isabundantly
attested in the brief of thecounsel for the contestant. The
Democratic party got together in that district, and it was easy
enough to restore the Democratic majority. But that was not
all by any means. :

The Republican party nominated the most unpopular candi-
date that they could put out if they had scraped the district with
a fine-tooth comb. The history of this case, as this record shows,
shows that after Horton was nominated, it being understood that
he was the candidate of Baumhoff, the traction magnate of that
city, the celebrated strike of the street car employees occurred.
I can not go into all the details of if, but it is sufficient to say -
that it shook that city from center to circumference as nothing
like it had ever done before,

Mr. Banmhoff was hung in effigy in dozens of places in the city
of St. Louis. Hisnamebecame a by-word and a hissing. Mr. Hor-
ton was his candidate, and organized labor took up the fight and
almost to a man sugported Mr. Butler. Added to that, the fact
is that heretofore the negro vote in that district, which amounts
to five or six thousand, had been going almost solidly Republican.
At this time the colored Butler Republican club was so numer-
ous in St. Lonis that you could hardly count the number of the
clubs. Mr. Butler polled a large percentage of the negro vote in
that district. You add the normal Democratic majority in the
district, when both factions of the party are nnited, and then add
that part of the labor vote which had been going Republican, and
add to it the large negro vote which had been going Republican,
and you find out where the majority for Butler came from. He
got all of it, in my judgment, fairly and honestly, unless there
was some slight mistakes made in the count. :

The gentleman from Iowa says that it is admitted that there
were 400 fraudulent errors in the count. There is nothing of
the sort. There were over 41,000 votes cast in that district, and
a recount made under auspices of the contestant, two months
after the election, and that only shows a discrepancy of 403 out
of over 41,000 votes. There is just as much likelihood of frand
in the recount as there was in the original count.

But in any case it is by no means improbable thata mistake
of a few hundred wonld be found in a recount of over 40,000
ballots. There is nothing at all remarkable in it; there is no
evidence of fraud of any kind. J

But they say they have independent evidence of men who can-
vassed these election precincts. They have a few cases, they
have got perhaps 200 or 300 instances in all shown by men who
went around and made a pretense of canvassing on the day be-
fore the election that was infinitely better than the infamous can-
vass made by McBurney. In one precinct, the worst place they
have, the very worst, three men went around and said there were
67 men registered that they could not find.

Mr. McBurney's canvass shows there were 147 that he conldn’t
find. As a matter of fact, it is not shown that these 67, becanse
they were not found, were illegal. One of the men who made
the canvass testified that he was a city employee and under this
Republican administration, he was instructed to go around and

e a political canvass of his precinct on the day before elec-
tion, and his time would run on at the office. The city of St.
Lonis paid this canvasser for his time while he served the Re-
publican party, and of course he had to bring in something of a
showing, and he brought in 67 names. But the Republican pre-
cinct committeemen in other precincts who come and testify,
some of them put one man down that they couldn’t find, and
some of them put a half a dozen. One of them puts down 15;
and that was at the headquarters of the Repunblican pariy in his
precinct. There is not a single one, barring this case of this em-
ployee of the city, whose time was running while he was serving
the Republican party—there is not a single one that puts down
over a dozen, except in this case where the registration was made
at the Republican headquarters. In every similar case McBur-
ney reports from 150 to 200 not found.

Now, a%ainst that testimony what do we have? The law of
the city of St. Lonis—this much-denounced law—provides that
the two clerks—the Republican clerk and the Democratic clerk
of each precinct in the c¢ity of St. Louis—shall go to every house
in the varions precincts with a certified copy of the registration
list, to find out if the men whose names are on the list are there;
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and if they are not there it is the duty of these two clerks, or
either of them, to report such fact to the four judges sitting as a
board, and notice is served u any man who is not found or
who they think is fraudulently registered, that notice being by
service, if q;ssible, or if not, they must try to reach
im through the mails, and if he does not come up and make
proper exp%nnatiom his name is stricken from the list. These
clerks in every precinet in this Congressional district—Repub-
lican and Democratic—took a certified copy of the re‘lg.straﬁm
list and went through every precinet in the district. ese men
made that canvass under oath. They were representatives of
both political parties; and then there was the board of judges,
who were representatives of both political parties; and provision
was made for giving notice through the mail when a man could
not be found, and every man in regard to whom there was any
suspicion, every man who was found to be fraudulently reg‘ostered,
had his name turned in, and those names were stricken from the
list before election day.

Here was a canvass made under the law, under the oaths of the
officers of the law—made to officers of the law in every precinct
of the city—made a few days before the election—after the regis-
tration book had closed; and yet they tell us that because the
compilers of this political canvass and the employees of this con-
testant report to us that there isa di in the initials or in
the addresses of some of the names—that this must be set off
against the sworn report of the officers of thé law acting in the
discharge of their duties under their caths! I say, gentlemen,
that it would be a shame npon the House of Representatives if a
man were denied his seat in this Congress on such a case,

Ah, but they say they discovered that a fraudulent registra-
tion was going on, and that they sent out registered letters for
the purpose of testing the fraudulent registration. Did they send
out 14,000 of such letters—did they send out 20,000, did they send
out 12,000, or did they send out 9,000? Not a bit of it.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. BOWIE. Surely.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It isa fact, is it not, that at the time
these letters were sent ont the parties who sent them out were
not in possession of copies of the Federal census and had no
method of locating or determining those 9,000-odd names that
should have been on the list?

Mr. BOWIE. I do not know whether they had the Federal
census or not. I !)[resume they had not.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does not the gentleman know that the
Federal census had to be put in in rebuttal; that it was not even
copied in time to be put in in chief?

ﬁr. BOWIE. I know that they did not have this document
that we had.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They did not have the McBurney can-
vass and they did not have the Federal census?

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. So that they had no means of knowing
these names until after those letters been sent out?

Mr. BOWIE. Certainly they did not Imow anything about
the McBurney canvass, and they did not have the copy of the
Federal canvass which they have since put in evidence. But I
know that under the law in Missouri it was required that each of
the election precincts should as nearly as practicable have 400
voters. Of course in some cases the number went, of necessity,
above that and in some the number below, so as to avoid split-
ting up blocks. But that was about the average under the law
of the State. And I do know that the Republican precinet com-
mitteemen elected by the party authorities made canvasses. I
do know that the Republican clerks and the Democratic clerks
made canvasses under oath, and under the penalties of the law.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask
him one further rg;asﬁon?

Mr. BOWIE. 2

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. it not a fact that, when these Re-
publican committeemen went about, there is evidence here that
the kee of these lodging houses in which we now claim these
frands largely took place would go out and bring in lists that
had been furnished them and check them off and say, ‘‘ Yes, that
man lives here; yes, that man lives here,”” and the like? Is there
not evidence to that effect?

Mr In one instance one man so testifies, and thereis

a dozen in which the committeemen themselves say that there is | fia;

not a single man on the list that did not belong there.
Mr. 8 of Towa. And isit not a fact that these b-
lican clerks that the gentleman is talking about largely voted the

Democratic ticket?

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. You say there is not a large percentage
of those clerks that you present us with and labor Republicans
that voted the Democratic ticket?. !

Mr. BOWIE. I admit that you state it, and I do notdispute it.

Your committee stated that you had found fifty three or four

clerks and j

Mr. of Towa. Sixty who voted against our ticket.

B ltl'lr POWIE. ATl right, put it sixty, But did not all vote for
utler?

Mr. SMITH of Towa. Not F:ite. Fifty-four voted for Butler.

Mr. BOWIE. All right. I admit that you stated yon made
an examination of the ballots and you found those sixty or fifty-
four, whichever it is, who voted for Butler.

Mr. SMITH of JIowa. In five wards out of fifteen,

Mr. BOWIE. Did you examine the others?

Mr, SMITH of Iowa. No, sir; we did not.

Mr. BOWIE. Then you ought to have done it, if you thought
it was worth anything to you. The Republican quota was 348 in
that district, and one-sixth of them, you say, voted the Demo-
cratic ticket. 5

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And you do not dispute it.

Mr. BOWIE. And I say that four-fifths of those who voted
the Democratic ticket were appointed upon the recommendation
of the Republican committeemen.

Mr. S of Jowa. The Good Government League?

Mr. BOWIE. No, sir; the supporters of William M. Horton,
and the balance of them under the resolution offered by Mr. Ko-
busch, from the contesting factions, and everyone took an oath
that he was a Republican. That is what I say.

Mr. POWERS of Maine. And then voted the Democratic ticket?

Mr. BOWIE. No, gir. There were others running in that
election besides Congressmen. There was a municipal election
and a national election for President, and because some of these
men who had hung Mr. Baumhoff in effigy, some of them who
thought they were ground down by Mr. Baumhoff in that strike,
some of these laboring men, said that they would not vote for
two men on that ticket, did not prevent them from being Re-
Enblicans, and it did not interfere with the fact that they were

onorable men, not a bit of it, and would make an honest can-
vass. Now, I want to call attention to the testimony of the Re-
ublican committeeman, the chairman of his ward, Mr. Patrick

. Clark, and read what he says about the condition of affairs in
the city of St. Louis.

Q. You remember, as a matter of course, the street-car strike in this city
dlzrmA the summer last past?
. Yes, sir.
s the management of what is commonly known as the Transit
Ch)inp%ny ?ilrd their employees? ¥

. Yes, sir.
. Yon remember, of course, that Sheriff Pohlman swore in about 1,000
men that constituted what he was pleased to call a posse comitatus, arming
tha‘{n %nth B?hot.g'uns. do you not?

. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you remember that public feeling ran very high in the city of Bt.
Log_ﬁ; Yon nfdc:unt of that strike?
Q. A;a& that the citizens, regardless of party, were greatly divided on ac-
count of the 7

A. Yes; no doubt about that.

Q. That it even went so far as to create more or less personal feeling be-
tween the citizens?

A. Yes, sir.

. Do you remember that these men were uniformed and that they were
in of men with a quasi mili title, such as * colonel,"” **lisutenant,”
“«% N eii:I.; in which Mr. Fisse, the chir:i eom‘:atial for Mr. Horton in this
mai T, Was nwnnascnptnin,or € or l‘m BO or
other, and in which Mr. Chester H. mm‘ also counsel for Mr. Horton in
this matter, was known by some quasi mili title, and also in which Mr.
Charles counsel for Mr. Horton in matter, wasa minent
officer, and also in which Mr. Charles W. Holtcamp, counsel for Mr, Horton
in this matter, was known as a captain, or cha; or something, and also
Mr. A. C. Orrick was known as a first lientenant or mant; also in which

. _Arthur Shepley, counsel for Mr. Horton, took a prominent part; do
Eu‘n kmof that organization known as the posse comitatus, such as I have

A. Yes, sir.
Q. You know, also, that these men, under the able leadership of theseable

gmemls m the streets of St. Louis and made themselves veg obnox-
us to citizens of certain quarters, particulary so in South St. !

A. Yes, sir.
. Do vou know, too, by public rumor, press d matters of pub-
lic%mowl%dge, thata gm{ ?many men ;er]; shot down ;nthemr:nk nn% ﬁ?:of.
this posse comitatus?

A, Yes; I read of it.
Q. You know, also, that several men were killed by members of this posse,

A. Yes, sir.
Q. At?& events, they were killed in a disturbance between the striking
men and the posse?

V% % .

Q. A::ithutsn inquest was held over the bodies of those dead citizens be-

fore the coroner, and that the coroner’s jury returned a verdict of **unjusti-

ble homicide?"
A, ;Er'ea;lhnwmofthn& too. tedd
. You know mMen COngrega; aily
t.heq;hohels and around the

topic of discussion?

8 %e&;i:owm t this time, that Mr. Baumhoff the irit
ou N e, . was acting spiriton
of the railroad company, and he occupied the position of gemr& man-

the railroad r.',ont:lga:ny

pied t position, and occupies it now, I

w the street corners and in
grocery stores, and that that was almost the sole

g
il

A. Yes; he occu Eness,

Q].jAnd do tz:n know, of your own personal knowledge, or through the
public press, t Mr. off was hanged in effigy from the trolley poles
and from lamp-posts, and other places all over town?
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3: gﬂe%igg. 10 publto; sntiment Tun, Pollowing: this strike: M Horton didate for Congress. The letters were marked “ Personal,’” and

was nominated by the Republican party for Congress?

A, You have got that wrong; he was nominated before that strike.

Q. Before the strike? Very well. Do you know as a matter of fact that
Mr. Horton was generally considered in the city of St. Louis, whether right-
%&trny B-:;r wrl;an ¥, a8 being the direct representative and the nominee of

. Banm

A. The laboring people thought so.

2. %hat was the prevalent opinion, was it not?

. Yes, sir,
Gt Don't you know that on account of that prevalent opinion a large body
of the Republican party refused to sn&port Mr. Horton?
A. I know a good many of them that said they wouldn't support him;
printers and mechanics of all kinds. {
Q. All the trades unions were allied with the street-car men in this strike,
were they not?

A, Yes, sir.
Q. Ax?i es!they combined against the candidacy of Mr. Horton and other
candida

A. That was the principal canse of the defeat of the Republican ticket.

% Even at the time of Mr. Horton’s nomination, as you say, prior to the

e, is it not a fact that there was much dissatisfaction among the rank

and file of the Republican é)a.rty over his nomination?

A. There was s great deal of dissatisfaction over the rolling of Major
Pearce—heating of or Pearce.

g. Major Pearce had represented this distriet previously?

. Yes, sir,

Q. And had made an acceptable candidate to his party and an acceptable
Congressman to the party at large?

A, A good Congressman; the we ever had here.

Q. Now, can you tell me who was responsible, mainly, for the rolling of
Major Pearce?

. Principally, I think it was Mr. Baunmhoff.
Q. Didn't that rolling of Major Pearce, who wasa prominent, popular, and
abiAo mn,Y gireate within itself much dissatistaction?
. Yes, sir.
2. Among the rank and flle of the Republican party?
. Yes; a good mxm{ said it was a mistake.

Q. There are & great many Germans in the Twelfth Congressional district,
are there not#

A. Yes; there is a good m.an{.

Q. Before I gointo that, is it not a fact that you know that the national
Republican committee called representatives of Mr. Horton to the city of
Chicago and endeavored, in the interest of peace and harmony in the Repub-
lican party, to induce him to withdraw from the race?

A. I have heard that: I don’t know that to be a fact,

2. You don't know that to be a fact?

. I have heard that rumor.

Q. You have heard that rumor, and it was generally talked of in Republi-

can circles?

A, Ygﬁ sir,

. And talked of as an accepted fact?
. Yes; I have heard of it.

Q. Ho great was the diesatisfaction with the candidacy of Mr. Horton, and
go sure were the rank and file of the Republican t]g: that he would be
beaten, as you understand, he was called to Chicago by the national commit-
tee, in an effort to get him to withdraw from the race?

1 have heard that.

Now, I might quote a great deal more along the same line. I
want to quote one piece of testimony further in corroboration of
that proposition. Hereisthetestimony of Philip Rodan, the second
vice-president of the Fourteenth Ward ublican League Club,
a chairman of the precinct committee of the eleventh precinct of
that ward, testifying on this question:

. Your tion in your precinct gives you an exceptional riuni
Iaa‘?;n }ile :;Eit?&ent cr{he vgters of sggur ogm pa.rty%pm it magpo Wi
4 Ll i

What was the sentiment and the apparent intention, from your knowl-
, of the Republican voters in your precinct?

ed

%h&gcted to.)

A. Well, a great many of them believed that Mr. Horton was put up as a
Ygtraw man;"” that it was simply an understanding between Mr, Butler—that

is, I mean Col. Ed Butler—and certain Republican officials that Horton wonld
be defeated and Butler elected, and I believe a good many of them came to
the conclusion that as long as the prominent Republicans were of that belief,
that the little ones might just as well fall in line.

There you have your explanation as to why it was that this
Republican majority in this district was overcome and Mr.
Butler was elected—out of the mounths of their own witnesses
and their own officials, whose character they vouch for when
they put them upon the stand.

Mr. PALMER. You were speaking about 1,500 letters that
were sent out, when somebody diverted your attention. I will
ask you what became of those.

Mr. BOWIE. Yes; I want to get to that. I have some testi-
mony on the desk.

Mr. PALMER. Those letters were sent out to persons alleged
to have been illegally registered?

Mr. BOWIE. That is the pretense.

Mr. PALMER. That is what they claim?

Mr. BOWIE. That is what they now claim, and I want to
show upon what a thin and unsubstantial foundation that pre-
tense rests.

Mr. PALMER. The guestionIwant you toanswer is, What be-
liﬂ.::a?.me of the letters? Did they find the people to whom they were

Mr. BOWIE. Some of them did and some of them did not.
Now, have you heard what was in those letters?

Mr. P R. Never mind what was in them,

Mr. BOWIE. I prefer to answer in my own wgg.
nothing in the letters except the card of William M.

There was
Horton, can-

strict orders were given not to deliver them to any man except
the person to whom they were addressed; to accept no agents, to
accept no orders, but to deliver them only to the men to whom
they were addressed. Two orthree hundred of those letters were
actually delivered. The men who got them felt that they were
the victims of a frand and an imposition, and they denounced it
as a fraud, and thtgg were outraged because a thing of that sort
had been attempted upon them. They noised it a . They
talked it far and wide, and every man to whom those letters were
addressed e aware of the fact that all there was in these
letters were Mr. Horton’s cards. They were sent in bunches of
50 or 60 to one place. They were sent between the hours of 8 or
9 in the morning and 4 and 5 in the afternoon to laboring men
who rose at sun-up and did not return to their places of residence
until after dark.

The purpose, the infamous purpose, behind the sending of those
letters was to build up a fraudulent case in order to offset to
some extent the great dissatisfaction which existed in St. Louis
against the Republican nominee. And so they refused to send
those letters there at the time when these men could receive them.
The only way they could get them after they got the notices was
to go—it may be several miles to the post-office—and get witnesses
who happened to be acquainted with the clerk at post-office
to identify them after they got there, and then to receive what
they knew in advance was nothing but the card of Mr. Horton.
Now, what does the evidence show? I want to call your atten-
tion to what the evidence shows with reference to whether those
men actually lived at those places or not. I want to take asa
sample 509 South Second street. Ihope the gentleman will listen,

Mr, PALMER. I am listening.

Mr. BOWIE. The facts which I am now about to state are set
forth in the minority report.

Mr, J. H. Schultze, letter carrier, testifies, on page 665, that he had 80 reg-
istered letters addressed to 509 South Second street, many of which were un-
delivered, and the inference is sought to be drawn that these were all frand-
ulent. And yet on this very matter Mr. George Schumacher, the blican
éudge for the fifth precinct of the Fifth W&rﬂﬂac.,saﬁ}. Sa South

econd street was a four-story hotel, having 68 beds; that it was a perfect]
reputable place; that ordjml;ﬁ{h? to 40 men lived there at the time he ke
it, which was up to July, 1900; t he was succeeded by Peter (Gill, who ran
it in the same manner; thatasa rulg:dpoor class of laboring men lived there,
,‘L‘ﬁﬁ? E:gg:;:ér; whatever were received; that on a pinch they could accom-

Mr. Ehlert, the ublican elerk for the second precinct of
in which fﬁﬁ houﬁgp is located, testifies (Rec. 945') that ho v&gtj‘i ti'ﬂ‘f ;{g;
the Democratic clerk and was informed by the pngrle‘tor that every man
aegiud ir:tr_n there lived there, and there were 33 in all. He marked no

Mr. John Allen, the Repnbli_tm.;fud for that precinct (Rec., 1176), said
that he was personall uain w‘lg nearly e
tered there, Sﬂ that he Imew pretty naslx,?ly Ww?d’ij%‘é"m:“ﬁ

cinet.

Mr. Remmler, the Republican challenger (pp. 861- , testified
not oy e Bert very 3 mcn ot 0 v o s e okt
&1 vote from that place was entitied 10 0o 80, R

The Republican challenger testified to that. That is the testi-
mony as to that place, and there is identically the same character
of testinl:]g:g virfually as to every one of those places. Take 520
South T street, concerning which Mr. Schultz, the letter
carrier, testified:

Th?fd' n you say why these were not delivered, those addressed to 520 South

A. Becansa thagowera not there at the time,

. What is 520 South Third?
- A lodﬁing houso.

2’ lxitaga m;’“ﬁmm about 25 feet wide by about 75 f
. Glance over thg letters addressed to 520 bmxbg l'lZ[‘l:Li.rd mga tte‘lile:-xpe how
many of the men you know.

. Do you mean that I know personally?

. Yes; that youknow were in the house,

. I do not kmow any of those nally.

 Hoy many o them do you kncw o v been n the homes at o e
= 21N a8 i1,

not know them. They would probablygbga%%:ldng. Bty iy for. 100

Now, I have not the time to read all this testimony, because
there are over 2,000 pages of it. There were 50 or 60 witnesses
examined on this very matter. They went to these places when
these laboring men could not have been there except by accident.

fltf_hri}sPALMER' I am a juror here. I want to get at the truth
[} B

Mr. BOWIE. Iam trying to give you the truth.

Mr. PALMER. Do you undertake o say that any of these
persons who were alleged to have been fraudulently registered
Ega%‘ ;'? fact in existence, and did you bring any of those men to

Mr. BOWIE. Why, my dear sir, the testimony of ublican
challengers here in this ward, in the first case that I read, is that
the challenger knew all these ple that voted, and he did not
believe a single one had voted &e: ally.

 Mr, PALMER. That is all right enough, but then the allega-
tion is that there were eight or nine thonsand men who were frand-
ulently registered, and that these men did not live in St. Louis

o

P ppop
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and never had lived there; that they could not have been at the
places where they were registered from. Did you bring any of
these men before the Election Committee to prove that they actu-
ally existed and were entitled to register from the places from
which they were registered?

Mr. BOWIE. The contestee did not take any testimony.

Mr. PALMER. Oh!

Mr. BOWIE. He submitted the case upon the testimony of
the contestant——

Mr. PALMER. That answers the question.

Mr. BOWIE. Because that testimony shows conclusively to
any fair-minded man, in my humble judgment—and I do not
mean any reflection npon the majority of this committee—that
these chargesof frand are false. Itwasan utterimpossibility, with
the safeguards that were thrown around that election, and with
the managers and clerks who were appointed, an utter impossi-
Eiility for there to have been that number of fraudulent registra-

ons,

Mr. PALMER. Now, as I understand your position, it is this:
The fact that a person alleged as being fraundunlently registered
could not be found when the census was taken, and conld not be
found in December, that is no evidence that they were not there
and not legal voters.

Mr, BO%IE That they were not found. It is simply a ques-
tion of mistake of the officials. It is secondary testimony five or
six times removed from the original. There are some who moved
from ome precinct to another; there are some who died; some
mistakes in the census; some mistakes in the registration; some
mistakes in the compilation. It is perfectly preposterous to talk
about unseating a man on such evidence. y is it that this con-
dition apﬁlies to this election district, the only one in the United
States, where there were so many names, more than half, accord-
ing to the theory of the contestant, about two-thirds in many
cases, of all the votes not registered? Do yon believe that, gentle-
men, when these Republican judges and clerks and committee-
men themselves testified to the fairness of it? Do you believe
that in this district the legitimate registration was only 12 per
cent of the population? Yet such is the case presented by the
majority of the committee.

Again, the gentleman from Iowa quotes from the testimony of
a max named Breitschuh, alias Bradshaw, in which he says how
many votes were cast by the so-called Williams gang.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. About 120.

Mr. BOWIE. Onehundred and twenty; and fet the testimony
of the negro driver of the wagon which hauled the Williams
gang said that its nbmost capacity was 18 or 20.

Lﬁ-. SMITH of Towa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him
this? Did not the gentleman well know that the 20, not 120, of
the Williams % voted time after time in the same precinet?

Mr. BOW']:IEall Well, I will read—I will &?ve what I started
to assert by your witness Breitschuh, alias dshaw, who is also
the man that you were speaking of.

Myr. SMITH of Iowa. When you say that I named the witness,
I never named the witness, but said that he was one of many.

Mr. BOWIE. Henvas your crackerjack witness, the one that
you singled out in your argument.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I never named him in my argument.
You asked me about him, and I said he was one of many.

Mr. BOWIE. I asked you about the man you were talking
about. I do not care whether you named the man or not. I un-
derstood whom you referred to. Mr. Herman Breitschuh was
the witness. It is fortunate that this occurrence is testified to b
other witnesses than Mr. Breitschuh, alias Bradshaw. And {
will read the testimony of the other witnesses.

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I trust the gentleman will remember
that he is the first man who named this witness.

Mr. BOWIE. Ido not care anything about who it was that
first mentioned him. Yon referred to the witness’s testimony,
and I wanted to identify him.

Mr. SMITH of Towa. I spoke of him as one of many.

Mr. BOWIE. He was the one that you were talking about,
and the fact is there were other witnesses who testified to the
same occurrence you referred to and who prove that Mr. Breit-
schuh lied about it. Here is what Mr. Breitschuh said about it.
I have it, and I will read from the minority report. It is on page
182 of the record. He testifies as to an alleged ountrage on the
clerk of that precinet. Breitschuh says there were 75 to 100 men
in this gang, and this driver said that the wagon which hauled
}:‘h;lelm wonld not hold over 15 to 20, and the wagon was not always

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Where is the statement of 75 or 100?

Mr. BOWIE. That is the number of the Williams gang
mentioned by Breitschuh and who were alleged to be present at
the time of the occurrence related by that versatile witness about
which so much is said in the majority report and to which the
gentleman from Iowa referred in his opening argument.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I referred to Breitschuh. I stand by
Breitschuh. He is a very intelligent witness. .
Mr. BOWIE. I believe that he says that there were 75 to 100
of the ** gang ' present, but I am not sure. ;
Mr, TAYLER of Ohio. It was 50 or 75 he told us, and that

they voted two or three times apiece.

r. BOWIE. My recollection is he said 75 to 100. I will ask
some other gentleman if he will examine the record. I will ask
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurGEss] to please examine page
182 of the record and see if he can find this. I do not want to
make any mistake about it. Iam reading from page 29 of the
minority report:

They voted so often that it took them from 10 ¢’clock in the morning until
21in the afternoon at one precinct.

Four hours this Williams gang remained at one precinct! The
majority of the committee say that this same gang went to 25
or 30 precincts; and according to that, if the majority is right
and Breitschuh is right, they had a day in St. Louis that was from
one hundred to one hundred and twenty honrs long. This lays
in the shade even the famous record of Jozhua, when he com-
manded the sun to stand still.

Now, Breitschuh testifies to a great outrage—and is qnoted at

length by the majority—perpetrated on the clerk by these men,
who put a pistol at his head and run him out. I will read: -
f\{r,l (é{tdmcx. Did you see the clerk come out?
. 1.
. Was he ﬁmt out or did he come out volunmrilﬁ?
0 guess e ran out—scared of getting killed. He said a fellow had a gun
up to his head, and he thought it was about time to move.
Again he was asked:
2. Were these men you refer to as Indians white or colored?
. White men.

Now, it so happens that Mr. Weafferling, the Republican clerk,
was also examined as to what happened that day, and he com-
letely contradicts Mr. Breitschuh on this question. I guote from
r. Wefferling (Record, p. 1642), as follows:
g. Was there any trouble of any kind there at the polls in your precinet?
. I don’t know. There may have been on the outside.
g. %ut t!;_are was none on the inside?
> 0, 851r.
. Did you look ontside of the polling place at any time?
2_ 011:1(.g ?t‘:l novc;hi?.g. wh%n we hgg nlgﬁ:})ng tandoény
Now, Mr. Clark, the Republican central committeeman of that
ward, testifies that Wefferling was appointed upon his recom-
mendation. Mr. Wefferling said further that he had made a
careful canvass of th:aﬁvrecinct; that he had lived there all hislife;
that he knew practically every white man in it, and found only
one case of false registration, which he reported. On page 1639
he was asked:
Q. Did anyone a?pear there and ask to vote and was not entitled to vote,
to your knowledge?
A. Idon’t know; not to my knowledge.
Q. How long have you been living in that precinct?
A. Twenty-seven years.
Again, on pages 1641 and 1642, he said:
2‘ How long haveyou lived in that place?
hﬁgﬁﬁ%ﬁgnty-aeven years; not exactly in the same house, but in that
. YSD you know nearly everybody there, do you?
an'. Dpf?f ;Iciﬁ. see anybody come there to register or vote that you did not
?
gijo‘ sir,
. You knew them all?
. All, except the darkies.
None of the Republican judges at this precinet were examined,
but they were all appointed upon the recommendation of Mr.
Clark

ne;

Such is the character of testimony npon which the committee
in this case seek to impeach the result of this election.

Mr. Speaker, I regret that this record is so large and the issnes
so great I have been forced to consume very much more time
than I had expected to do in the presentation of thiscase. Ihave
done so in the hope that this case would get fairl %resented to
the House. I believe that every suggestion made by the other
side can be answered, as I have answered these, I do notbelieve
that there was any such fraud in the election there as they charge.
I do not believe there was any more there that day than was
usnal in large cities. There were a few fights, a few little irreg-
larities; perhaps some things happened that ounght not to have
happened, but nothing whatever upon which to found the judg-
ment that 3,500 majority should be wiped out, as proposed in
this case.

I believe this man was honestly and fairly elected, and he is
entitled to keep his seat. I do not know whether the gentlemen
on the other side who have not done me the honor to listen tome,
or even those who have, will vote as I shall in this case; but I
have no hesitation in saying that, in my humble judgment, I
honestly and sincerely believe that James J. Butler was fairly
elected to Congress from that district, and I believe he ought to,
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and if he gets his dues will, retain his seat. [Applause on the
Democratic side. ]

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1225)
granting an increase of pension to Clara W. McNair.

Also, that the Senate agreed to the report of the commit-
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 5506) granting an
increase of pension to Clayton T. Van Houten.

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit-
tee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 5856) granting an in-
crease of pension to Elizabeth A. Turner.

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the commit-
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 8320) granting an in-
crease of pension to Adelaide . Hatch.

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House
of Representatives to the bill (8. 4450) confirming in the State of
goubteh Dakota title to a section of land heretofore granted to smd

ta

The message also announced that the Senate had passed vnth
amendments the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) in relation to
monument to prison-ship at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. Y
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. .

The message also announced that the Senate had
joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur-
rence of the House was requested:

S. R. 123. Joint resolution for the relief of Naval Cadet Wil-
liam Victor Tomb, United States Navy;

S. R. 124. Joint resolution to provide for the nting of the
memorial address on the life and character of W:li:a.m McKinley,
late President of the United Stabes, by the Hon. John Hay, before
the two Houses of Congress; an

S. R. 127. Joint resolution authorizing the loan of plans and
drawings of park improvements of the District of Columbia.

A further message from the Senate announced that the Senate
had agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 5383)
providing that the circuit court of appeals of the fifth judicial
cirenit of the United States shall hold at least one term of said
court annually in the city of Atlanta in the State of Georgla, on
the first Monday in October in each year.

The message also announced that the Senate had d to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 13172) to ratify and confirm an eement with the Choc-
taw and Chickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill
of the following title (S. 3560): An act to amend an act entitled
*An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon
railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate
commerce to equip their cars with antomatic couplers and con-
tinnous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes,
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, and amended
April1, 1896, in which the concurrence of the House was requested.

ELECTION CONTEST—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER.

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I yield one hour to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT].

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will suspend for a moment,
the gentleman from Minnesota has a conference report.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. z

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer-
ence report on the District of Columbia appro; natmn bill.
The SPEAKER. It will be printed under t
&‘Fl;or conference report see Senate proceedings, page 7498.]
e statement is as follows:

The managers on the t of the House at the conference on the

ouse on the amendments of the Senate to the bill

i%f votes of the two
R. 14019) making appropriations for the sn;lport of the government of
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 80, submit the

following written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon and
recommended in the accompanying conference report on each of the Senate
amendments, namely:

On Nos. 1, 2,3, 4, and 5, relatin%o the executive office: Increases the salary
of the ;anit,or fmm 51 (00 to 81,200 and of the pro%t;rty clerk from $1,200 to
£1,400, as p he Senate, and strikes out the provision for an addi-
tloa:lﬁleré ?lt ’Tﬂs th isi d by the Sena b

0. nse e wvision proposed by the te to punish bribery
in the District of (Julumgm

On Nos. 7, 8 and 9, relating to the assessor’s office: Increases the sala:
the assistant assessor from $1.600 to $2,000 and of the clerk to the board (;?
sistant assessors from 21,200 to §1,500, as proposed by the Senate.

Om No. 10: Appropriates $5.50(, as proposed by the Senate, for salaries and
expenses of the excise board. and requires t.h.at all receipts from liguor
licenses shall be paid into the Treasury.

On No. 11: Strikes out the provision inserted by the House reviving the
pe‘monal tax law of 1877,

On Nos. 12, 13, and 14, relating to the collector’ sotﬂce. Provides for an as-
bdmtﬁlt Sca.sh;gr at §1,400 and for two coupon clerks at $900 each, as proposed

¥ the Bena

On No.15: Authorizes the employment of clerkson extra labor in the prep-
aration of tax-sale certificates.

On Nos. 16, 17,18, 19, and 20, relating to the Auditor's Office: Increases the
nsation of the chief clerk from $2.100 to $£2.250 and of one clerk from

com
to $1,600, as proposed by the Senate, and inserts a on defining
e du ties of the Auditor 1v¥t.h reference to Bnttltng m with the
ry and ul:rl him to countersign all check
OnNoa 21 a.n pmprj.n.tea for a clerk at 8900. gl roposed by the
House, instead of at 31 II?J, as proposed by the Senate, in the office of the sealer
of weights and measures.
On Nos. 23, 24, and 25: Strikes out the increase in the salaries of the com-

puting engineer and superintendent of sewa:-s proposed by the Senata,

%ﬁm. 26, 27, and 28, relating to the d tment of insurance: Approj
ates $600 for temporary clerk !nre and 5t es out tha rovision pro
the Senate for one clerk at $1.400 and one clerk at §

On Nos. 20 and 30: Appropriates 513 u)o, instead of 812,0]1), as pm‘poeed by
the House, and §15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for employees in the sm-
veyor's office. rin

On Nos, 81, 32, and 3% Appropriates 12,000, as proposed by the Senate, in.
st,end of $9,500, as pr: gr E?ousa, for binding and miscellaneous

nses of the Fma Public Librsry and authorizes expenditures for rent.

n No. 8& .&{JEI'O riates §30,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $25,-
000, as I? -y y the House, for contingent and miscellaneous expenses.
08,

83, and 37: Restores to the bill the dpm\nmcm proposed by the
House ragulatmg the expenditures for horses an
On uﬂ&'A‘p £540, as proposed b theSenate instead of $240, as
proposed by the ouse. for rent of office for the department of insurance.
On No. Strikes out the a.gpropmt.ion of proposed by the Senate
for rent of office for superintendent of property
On No. 4(0: Ap‘pm riates §2.500, as proposed by ‘the Semta for clerical serv-
ice, books, and eqk uipments in the office of register of wills.
On No. 41: Strikes out the appropriation of $5,000 pro 'by the Senate
for fireproof bookshelves in the office of the recorder of
0. 42: Strikes out the appropriation of $150 for glnas for certain por-
t.rmta in the District offices.
On Nos. 43, 44, and 45: AHPmpﬂ.utas, as proposed by the Senate, $600 for
enlargement of fireproof case in the surveyor's office, §300 for photo-
lithogm‘?dligg ctert-sin old maps, and §2,000 for resurveyof Beatty and Haw-
on to Geo
On No. 46: Ap om'mbes sm.tm instead of £140,000, as pro; by the
House, and nm(fbg as proposed by the Senate, for assessment and permit
work.
On Nos. 47, 48, 49, and 50: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, ﬂéﬂﬂ

for paving South Capitol street and Delaware avenue, §15400 for
Nort.h Cap:t.ol street, ang.“? 400 for p}swing P street NW., and strikes oun
the apﬁmgrintmn of §14, the Senate for paving S street NW.
£ B 0o roprniates t.h&u :tl:.'ieltpﬁnd‘?%ll balance of tﬁe approprlation
o or openi alleys, an: es 01l a8 Appropriation pro
B P R e anins
n s 3 Y 1,
nd réi.sting to the ctm.s uction of cougﬁf '!'2, m'
buﬂmn streets. a% priates as proposed by the Senate for rollow'lng'
omSng avenue, §8,000;

Nebraska avenue,
Kenesaw avenue, 310
Eleventh street extendet'l
New Hampshire avenue, s 3.&(1}'
Connecticut avenue extended, $10,000;
Thirty-seventh street, and other streets in Burleith subdivision, 3,000;
Wy nvmmL&m
Mint place, $35,000;
Decatur street, $12.000; and
Quiney street, s—:.im, a.nd strikes out the provisions proposed by the Senate
for the followin
R street, $6,
lagden avenue
Reno road and ﬁmemn street, §3,000;
Kmmar street, £5,000;
nsylvania avenue extended, $10,000;
Eﬂe street, ?,
Rhode Island avenue %(ﬂ)‘
‘Wisconsin avenue,
Concord street, Broo
Seventh street, Bunker Hﬂl ruad £5,000;
Messmore street, §1,500;
Fourteenth stmet $40,600; and

Kansas avenue, $2,
On No. 7% Appropriates £10,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Massa-
pnstes $65,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to

chnsetta a.vcnua ri
the Anﬁmﬁuc ge.
Increases the limit of cost of the highway bridge across the
Potomac River from $568,000 to $§606,000, and extends the time for construction
of the bridge from two to four years; authorizes contracts for const:
the bridge within the limit of cost; 1 e?;ures the “pwﬂng between rail-
y tra.cks on gaid bridge to be maintained by st railway companies
nﬁl e same, and grants to all street railway r:.ompnm chartered or that
may hereafter be chartered by Congress the r1 ht to cross said bridge.
No. 82, .&‘ppmg tes §5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for survey of

Anacostia River fla:
On Nos. B3, 84, 85, 86, and 87, relating to sewars‘ Appropriates $i2,000, as
u:ﬁ), y the House, for com-

by the Senate, instead of $30,
Side intercepting sewer; smpm with I‘l ht to contract up to
Senate, for constructing t.run sewer 4o serve the
etown; appropriates $50,000, ins: ,000, as pro-
by the Senate, for constructing in part the B street nn(l New Jersey
avenue trunk sewer, authorizes a contract for £00,000 additional work on
said sewer, and strikes out the appropriation of §75,000 proposed by the Sen-

ate for the Arizona avenue sewer.
On No. 88: Appropriates 2,000, as proposed by the Senate, for fencing
t | O N, 8 Appropriates $90,000, as d by the House, i ¢
[} Ppro ¥ ouse, instead o

mo,{m as proposed By the g]mta. for spxggssilng. sweeping, and cleaning

O‘n No 90: Appropriates §1,000 as proposed by the House, instead of $5,000
‘groposad bylgg é:anate. for clesng.lg snow and ice from cross-walks and
gutters,

roposed
&gtmg the -
pmpoeed
western part of Geo
posed
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On Nos. 81 and 82: Makes the appropriation for the bathing beach availa-

bhof ml:n %’15 o riates 314,0.'!1, tead of §12,000as proposed by the H

n No. 10 ins o as
and 315. pxgpol;ed by Senate, for general sul;}phesof ) eleem
intes §9,000 as posed by the Senate, instead of £3,000
d m t g fg p‘l.u.cln?grounder grfmnd the wires of the elgta:tri-
e men

os. 95 and 96: Strikes out the appropriation of §5.250 posed by the
Bem,te for a 4-dial 4number mannal transmitter for mﬂ‘;m cﬂice?and

of ﬂ.BOQas
On Nos 99, 1 ll]l.. 1 108, 104, 105, 1 tes
y the Senate, orsla%obm = roposed by the (m.sel'or
htmg- limits the Ece .g)mproposad the Senate,
inst of Sup 'by uusaé raqiu;m the gas company to puy
ﬁeei ﬁons? lu.gut:m an ﬁxf.um ’:1? h:’i'isengf §15, F‘Omd
House, instead ol the Senai:e. for Welsbach

L:nl;xht“! notmgthﬁ]bo wer, at & cost of not exceeding

by the Benaﬁ

per as ythaﬂnuse.insteadot $30 as 1
and inserts a provision authorizing the company d rﬁnghn fiscal year
19331! to reduce from 25 candlepower to 23 candlepower illu

Nos. 108, 109, and 110; Appropriates instead of $606, ?osed
by the ﬁ.?)'usa and $85,000 as ggmgsed y{%&‘m& for e}ectmc Iu'c lf

fixes the price at ﬁperannnmssp ¥ House, instead
proposed y the SBenate, for each mm light and inserts the prawsion

posed by the Senate authorizing the erection o les and the stringing
gtr%varh wi.res outside of the fire limits and mt%‘; Eock Creek for elec-

1
'giTo lE]: Strikesout the & tion of §18,000
for preliminary sumys for ad ﬁunsl oondnit from Sm
On Nos. 112 and 113

stead ofslmﬂlﬂ I.Il'p tha Benate, Ior

On No. 11 240 as proposed b the Bemwe, instead of
000 as by @ Huuga‘ for tm;{éga oth{r mpmvnmentn around
W City Reservoir and Aqueduct
On No. 115: Appropriates §2.500 as b the House, instead of
e 1%’15}? jfs. ud.for g‘o 1 128, 129, 130 s
182, 155, 134, %, 4 12;3, 143, lé, 1 145, lcﬁ. 147, 145, 149 149, %
ali lie schools: S

151, 152, 153, 154, to the pu

11 of the by the temmwuntofam-

ees of the school board nnd ot school except that one hmd of
ent of lish in Manual Training School No 1 at §1,300, is

vi for instead of one teacher, at s‘.l..tm" appmpria of night

schools and for kind ﬂ?m Lﬂm %ﬂm. ins&gad

of as hyth te; st.rikea out agpmpr tion of $5.500 pro-
Benate for mediml mSpectors

@ E:ov!des fora super-
tendent of janitors, at t.ha nate; a:

as proposed the om, of NO.
ate, ftc:: }-epau's of Ef)i?olt}mﬂdmgs' § .
e %"ﬁ:}é"‘“ £ g oo

Appro tion of §5,000 the Benn.ta for
% inclosin school sxfrm. a8 proj by the
House, d o.t , 03 pro; by tha Senatn for tools, etc., in connec-
tion with instm on in manua ning; appmpristea 22 500, as b
the Senate, for ‘pianm for school hu.ildlngs, appropriates

the Senate, of $45,000, a8 pmpcme{i by thel House, fortext-boois md

180 ; provides for a business schoo!
the Benate, to cost not exceed{ng- SITn,Ol]},smi a riates for site ang
nate, 000 for a new

lans t.haretor, a) tes, as posed e
E.'.h ig 45 ﬂpomfurpnrchmor lot for estm-nHigh

ool buil
School, and sl for ldd:tiann! playground for Giddings and strikes
out the following a) roprl.u.tions by the Senate: .000 for manunal
hool stree &sed reconstructing School, and

training school on
'or a new school uﬂding the sactmd division.

Noas. 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, and 162, all relating to the l[etropolitan
lice: Provides for 15 sdditional policemen ins of 85 as pro - 825,%0
0

Senate; a riates §30,000 as proposed by the Senat.e,insben

pmpoaad yt House, for con nt expe: ppropriates 30,000 as pro-

posed Benate for a st.ati uso sud stabla in southeast Wanhmgto'n.

N tor mit B o0, 107, 10w, 109, 170, 171, 172, 178, 174, 175, 278177, 178,
m‘ ! i3

179, and 180, the ﬁ.ﬂ;“ae tment: Btrikeaouilz allof

y the S-enn.tﬂ. appropriates $65,880, instead of

mcom‘ ¥ e a §71,450, P
e ou.se an 480, as 0] , for
lhnaons ohjectg. including to m apparatus, ofﬂ:-
ummed
of

tingen nses, and other objects' a.ppmpria £15,750, b e
House, in of §15, roposeci e Benate, for -4 en-
gines; strikaa out the appropﬁation of posetf ‘by the Senate for
new engine house in the sow

western mt on, & $22.000, a8
pooedbytbasemta.tornmwtmckhom ppmghr:“e ?.ﬁ'h
version of an unexpnnr!ed of an l‘ppro‘pl:'htiml for

w%t":lfl' 5 m‘blega‘nm 185‘ 186, 18? 133. 159 190. 101, and 1”, all relating to
08, | " an

the health e&m inspector and deputy health oﬂi-
cer at 1,800, instead tn.z];‘r increases the compensation o

the chemist from sn!l)to ,800; increases the compensation of the chier
e!erk anddﬁp’aty hmlthoﬂim from §1E00 to provides for 2 additional

!n th lariesof 1 s i es}:g;m Sl ;;] ‘t,;%lt.lg&i of 6 ;ani
@ salaries surgeon i ang tary
and food appropriates instead o

tnspactnn to §1,200, and
a.sproposadbythe Senate, formm.ngaxpenmofanitaryand rood

Nos 08, 194, 199, and- transfers the salary ot the deputy mmhal
u:eto'reeint he care of acn-t-houmto the poli

On Nos. 195 and 196: Awm for 10 justices of the peamatﬂ.ﬁs,u

b{gt_}beﬂom tandofnt&!lﬂlmh o'posed

Nos, and 108: Bt;rikascmt

fees should not be paid to th kott'i rethe court b,’i*"“%‘;:f?f?:%
@ cler] esnpmme
Columbia and fixes the compensation of the clerk of the suprem of

the District at b; theSmm instead of at as
e bmﬂﬂ%&num ¥ te, m pro-

0. 201: A tea for sala oiﬂmwnrdenortmejauﬂmas
pmopoaﬂd b the usa lnstgarg of sz,go. as pm‘lfdth Sm:r NS
e St e e
Sesate, nstead of $1.000 a5 proposed by ths House, for Prineipal overscer ot

byt.he Senate |

Asylnm and strikes ont the other increases in salaries of
em him of that institntion proposed by the Senate.
Nos. 210, 211, 212\ 213, 214, and 215: Strikes out the increases
sation of emp at the Reform School for Gir}.n
and the sppropriatiﬂn of £.000 for an additional
On Nos. 216 and Btrikes out the a
the Senate for hm fors new b
p On No. 218: Strlkas crutth?np tionan =
or reconstructing building for & om.eops
On No 219: Appropriates §1,450 p the Senate for pl‘ot-achng the
Ueno . ensary and Eme ospital from
n Nos.

fire
21. and 22& Appropriates §12,000 for the ‘Hart Reform School,

0. 228: A 000, the Senate, for comple
mrm%om o e 3¢ s

a building for the
On No. 24 Appropriates for tho National Association for the Relief of
Deetituta Color Womnm and Chﬁdmn wlt!.mut requiring a contract torba
made with the Board of Children uardians.
On Nos. mdmlnaamthaprovision proposed by e Benate with
reference to the service of Government employees in the gfat:l.onal Guard of
th{) N é’ds?r}.‘n: bht the a tion posedh the Senate uir
n No. es ou Ppro'prh Pro] e -
ing a tedd?ction of 10 per cent o appropmtiona made b; the bill nndr:}qcer-
tain conditions
On Nos, 228 and 229: Strikes out the increase int‘he-.lariof the clerk in
the water department from §1,400 tog pm%cmd
On No. 230: Restores section 2 of the House l.ll.an insartxsasectlon:!a
Emm authorizing advances out of the General Treasury to meet any
efi in the revenues of the District of (blnmhmduringthoﬂseﬂmr

and 238: Inserts sections 4, simdﬂnfthehm,
o

¥ the Benate. wi refamoe to the taxation of real estate and fur
accom; oon!aranoa T
On No. NECessury ol

Thab‘l]laaﬁunl.l‘yazmdnmnn

it passed the House, less
sm%?tﬁmomthmtbahwtwtheementﬂnulmr
the estimates of the Commissioners.
J. T. M

cCLEARY
J. G. CANNON
M. E. BENT
Maaagers on the part of ﬂlc House.
CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS,

Mr. CURTIS submitted the following conference raport with
the accompanying statement of the House conferees, to be printed
in the REcorDp and lie over, under the rule

The committes of conference on the votes of the two Housea on
the amendments of the Senate to the hill R 72) tora
an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of In
other pnrpm having met, after full and free conference have agreed to
recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendment numberad

That the House recede its to the umandmants of the
Semtannmberedl.%,&i,ﬁ,&.% 10, 13,198.1.8:»\1 ; and agree to the

Amendment numbered 6: Tha.t the Hoase recede from #s
the nent o he te numbered ﬁ,nn agree to the same with
msnd.ment-us ollows: Bestore t.ha otpomdtobesuickmm‘by
said amendment and add at the end thea-eof

uch citizenship court shall

o to citizenship or to enrollment as citizens in of
Snchnppea]gdahnﬂbstskan wlthh% t.tlr::e time hereinbefore specified and shall be
ve

effect immediately sfterthspnugout&g

act by
And the Senate ‘md

T That the House recede from its disagreement to

the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, mdasreatot.ha same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter to be stricken out by
said amendment insert the following: *‘and such intermarried white persons
ed mmlzed citizens of the (,hoctnw and Chickasaw
nations in accordance with tribal laws, and usages on or before
the date of the passage of this act by Congress;" the Senate agree to the

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its

the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and to the same with an
amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment add the following:
s, all of said g0 enrolled by said Commission shall be

Choo‘ta

u n to roll; andtheSemtea to the same.

pn ent numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreeme
to t-he amendment of the Benate numbered 14, and agree to the same with n.n

amendment as follows: In lien of the matter intended to be inserted b ym
amendment msert tha wins “in good faith continuously resided;™
the Senate agree to

Amendment numhared 15: That the House recede from its disagreement

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter intended to be inserted b
amendment insert the following: “‘continuous, bona fide;* and the

bamd 17: That the House recede from its disagreement
the tof t te numbered 17, and agree to t.ha same withan
smandmsntasfcﬂlows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted
amendment insert the following: * Provided, That wcm
of Iots in town sites in said Choctaw and Chickasaw ‘cgon which no
impmvemenm I.mve been made prior to the ]gz::aga of thls by Congress
shall pay the full appraised va un o! mid i the percentage
nnmml in the Atoka agreement; ta bo the same.

Amendment numbered 18: Tlmt th e from its dmgraemeut

to the amendment of the Senate num‘bemd 18, and agrae to the same with an
amendment as follows: Restore the matter intended to be stricken out by
said amendmentand add attheend t.hereof the following: **Provided, however,
That nothing contained in this section shall be construed or held to commit
the Government of the United States to aner penditure ot money upon nid
lands or the improvements thereof, ex as prondzd {
intention of edproviam that in the future the lands and impmvamantx
herein mentioned shall be conveyed by the United States to such Territorial
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or State organization as ma axmt at L‘ha time when such conveyance is
made;" and the Senate

Amendment numbe: Thst tha Housa recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate num 23 and to the same with
an amendment as follows: Omit the word ** SEc.” before each ph
number wherever it occurs and number the paragraphs consecutively; and
the Senate agree to the same.

CURTIS,

CHARLES

JOHN F. LACEY.

JOHN 8. LITTLE,
Managers on the part of the House,

WM. M. STEWART,

0. H. PLA'}‘E,

My g ol fﬁf Senat
‘anagers on the part o ate,
The statement is as follows:
The ma: ‘rs on the part of the House at the wnfera‘nm of the disagree-
ing votes of the two Hou.ses on the amendmen the Senate to the bill
R. 13172) to ratify and confirm an agreement wit.h the Choctaw and
hickasaw tribes of Indians, and for other pggpo&aa. submit the following
statement in explanation of the fact of the on agreed upen and recom-
mended in the mmpanﬂn canfaram report:
The Honse managers e disagreem to the Senate amend-
menbs numbered 1 2,3,1.5,8,9 10.].1,12,1.! 19, 20, andzl.a.nﬁagma to the

Amemdmenta 1, 2, 8, 4 5, 8 10, 11, 12, 20, and 21 are simply changes of

5 Amendment No. 9 changes the word ‘* person,” 8o as to make the provision

aggl{ to the Missiesippi Choctaw India: whetha‘r of full or of mixed blood,
hus makes the provision more definite and ce

Amandment No. 19 extends the time for the of a special election to

ent on the part of the Choctaws ws from ninety

dayﬁ to one En ndred and twenty days. The Senate recedes fromamendment

Frnm amendments Nos. 14 and 15 the House
thus restoring the House
soas t& require that the

recedes, with an amendment,
and changing the wo of thesectio
Choctaws shall in good faith bave resi
lands in the Choctaw Nation for a period of years in order to

upon
establish their rig)

The House es from amendment No. 13, which is an amendment strik-
ing out the House provigion making an appropriation of $15,000 to remove
the Mississippi Choctaws from M to the Indian Territory.

The House recedes from amendmen No 8, with an amendment which
gives those g)arsons whose applications have been rejected by the court the
same appeal that is given the nation in cases decid inst them.

The ouse recedes from its amendment No. 17, with an amens t which

raquiras those persons who may he: ter make improvements upon
ds in the Indian Territory to pay the full ap value, and the
sec‘l:‘inn thus amended permits persons who have hsre fore made hnprove-
ments upon town lots under the Atoka ng;;oaema‘nt pay simply the price
vided for in said ment. Thisamen nt fully protects the inter
those le who have gone to the Indian Territory and expended their
in ‘buﬂding up

money in good faith
The House recedes t to amendment No. 18, with an
to the Sul-

amendment which declares t.ihe gress in regard
lmr‘i-.l %a referred to in said m w!nch is not to permanently hold
& B
mse recedes from its disagreement to amendment No. 7, with an
nmendment which limits the nma for the admission of intermarried whites
to the rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes to date with the passage of
this act by Congress.
CHARLES CURTIS.
JOHN F. LACEY.
JOHN 8. LITTLE.
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. FOSS submitted the following conference report, with the
accompanying statement of the House conferees, to be printed in
the REcorp and lie over, under the rule:

The committee of oonfuram:eont.h d.l.mﬁﬁeelnﬁmtesatthetw Heuses
certain ts of the S te to the (H 14046 mnk:mgo o rfu-?u
tions for the naval servmo for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 for

ving met, after full ang free conference have agraed to
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:
Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 7, 18, 46, 47, 52,

17, 82, and 93.
e House recede from its disa ent to the amendments of the
agree to the same.

Benate mun‘hemd 9, 251 26, B8, llnd%}.ha -
House recede from disagreement

Amendment nnmbe
to the a te numbered 24, and agree to the same with an
inserted by said amandment
insert the follo

amendment as foliows: In lien of the matter
“That the appointmatnag of six add,ltiona! civil engineers is hereby author-

ized, three to be & during the present calendar year, and the oth
three in the ymrnfim“ el
.Andthaﬂ-anata to the sa:

agree
_ Amendments numbered 87, 3&139 ‘and 40: That. the House reoede from its
T t to the a of the Senate numbered 37, 88, 89, and 40
and agree to tha same with an amendment asfolhws, In lieuof i.heamandeui
paragraph (being lines 18, 19, 20, and 21, on page 83 of the bill) and of the
nmandmenta msart the followin ng:
and concrete

“Na 11. B.C.:
i s

toward com-

Stone
ed, That the smuu.nt auth in the act of June

nded for ‘the purchase of a site fora naval station at or in
the vl of Gharleston, S. O, from the app B{la D fOF & now naval st
tion and a ock increased from $100,000 51

nnd $6,000 are hereb;
narters for tho

000; o

appropriated; office building for the commandan
iﬁ:&ﬂ(tocﬁet Ol]}) ﬁo.m store»

oammandanth,] £12,000; quarters for c&vﬂ en,

JULAK gand , §10,000;

and storekeeper’'s o lﬁO,
gf.am machine ah{};e?or steam en Lt)ocmt 74, Og_g fo
vy and copper for steam en eelring( cost ﬁ
house (to cost fﬂ. ), s‘.’5 000; wor ap for ordnance, $40,
shop, with mol shed, for construction and npair (
e ST hn‘;;‘ﬁ'iﬁ%‘“iﬁ“"l Tk ot a s aa e m.m o
COs 'or consf an
120,000}, %«m Biner shop for mr?l?‘h'uchon and ,000),
ll,l!- foundry for construction and repair (to cost !ll}) m, nI}.,

{n rlaat,on
all cases where 'buﬂdings and structures are provided for in this act

and where np‘pmgrmhons in full are not made for the same, authority is
hereby given to the Secretary of the Navy, in his diseretion, to enter into

eon s for theentire construc t.ion of suc bu.i:ldmgs and structures, within
theA llmid tfigt cost as his a::t.
n

to the sam

Amendment num{:rad 43: That t.he House recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In Hen of the snm proposed insert the following:
“ 7640325, and the Senate to the su:

Amendment numbered 61: That the Honse yecede from its disagree
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment
insert the following:

“That in a.ddxtmn to the number of naval constructors and assistant naval
constructors now authorized, the appointment of six assistant naval con-
structors is hereby aunthorized, two to be ap; ted dm’mg t.ha presemt cal-

endar year, and the remaining four in the ndar year of 1903.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment num 76: That the Honse recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, nnd:fme to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter insert said amendment in-
tler‘tr the fo!.lﬂw!nﬁ'

“That, until the year 1014, in addition to the naval cadets now anthorized
by law (the title havlng been changed by this act to midshipmen), the Presi-
dent shall appoint five midshipmen. there shall be appointed from the
Shteg:: ln.rge upon the recommendation of Senators, two midshipmen for

And the Senate agree to the sa

On amendment numbered 91 tha ‘committee of conference ha.t‘e been un-
able to agree.
GEORGE EDMUND FOS.
ALSTON G. DAYTON,
LPFH ME

Managers on the part ::rf the House.

EUGENE HALE
PERKm’ 8,

Managers on me part of the Senate.

The statement of the House conferees is as follows:

The mans, on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree-
ing votes of two Houses on the amendments of the Benate to the ‘bm
(H. B. 14M6) 9C§ %roprl.ntlom for the naval service for the ﬁaeal
ending June 30, 1 for other submit the tauwing
statement in axplsnation of the effect of theaction agreed u ramm
n:il!e‘;mm&m the accompunylng conference report on each of amendments
of t nate,

On }{Io 3 Stnkes out the itliam in the amount of appropriation for pay
of the Na’

3)13: Places the pmvmon “ma.lntenn.nua of colliers™ under

On Nos.
the Bureau ot Navigation.
On No. 9: Reappropriates the nnaxpeméod balances remaining in the
Treasury June 30, 1%02, from the appropriation for * Ordnance and ordnance
stores," 1900, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for expenditure in the
rnlﬂllme.ntiof contracts heretofore made and properly chargeable to such
&] gm
Dn No 24 Provides that the corps of civil engineers shall be increased by
six cii;ﬂl engineers, three to be appointed the present calendar year and thres
e
mO Nm gnnd 26: Appropriates $500 for makin an examination concern-
ing the &g water supply of Portsmout avy-Yard, and an appro-
pmhon of §00,000 toward the removal of Hendsrsons Point, near said navy-

On Nos. 87, 88, 89, and 40: A riates mam additional for the develop-
ment of the ng;’y -yard at Char . 88 more fully appears in confer-

On 0. 43: Increases the totals in sppropmtions for public works by the
amounts to in conference, as pro the Benate. >
00,000 for the construction of

On No. Strikes out the appropriation of
a buﬂd.ing for Bureau of Equipment at Pensacol Navy—Yard. proposed by the

Sena
On No. 4T: Strikes out the increa.sn in the appropriation for public works,
Burean of Ordnance, as proposed by the Semate
On No. 52: Strikes out the pro n for an increase in the corps of sur-
eons.
sOnNowStcrikastmts tionof unrm-one bookkeeper and one
clerk ut Pensacola Navy- he Senate,
On No. 67: Strikes out the incmm n to approprhﬂons for civil estab-
l.i,:;‘lm:uantﬁ Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, as }:rg:sad the Benate.
s Otﬁ NSe 58: Strikes out provision for increase Bay as proposed
¥ the

On No. 61: Prondas that the corps of naval constructors shall be inereased
by 6 naval constructors; two to be appointed the present calendar year and

4the fouomn%a‘k
On N s out the sppmm'iatmu of 200,000 fm!'w an experlmantnl

tinn s.nd testing laboratory a proposed by

76. Incresses the oorpaol'mlg:hipmenb \v'ium' gt.ha. until the
ear 1914 in addition to the naval cad {boriz«: by law (the title
Knvin been changed lt]]{ thj.s act to mid.ahipmun), the President shall appoint
five m:dshjpmen. be appointed from the States at large, upon

the rmmmendaﬂnn of Benators, two midshipmen for each State,
On No. T7: Strikes out the provision authorizing all examinations for ad-
’é'é’mm to the Naval Academy to be held at Annapolis, as provided by the

On No. 88: Agn'aprhtea $1,500 for immvements at the Marine Barracks,

Ong 80 C‘han eamom?'g of total appropriations for publi ks
ordﬁnc&wé?n};hﬁbﬂﬁ vision £ ap Holland p:mn:i:::oam
n No. es out the pro n for five more Hollan
mﬁidaéi&b t?ikme Sen:tmthep wision for the testing tlp'nrcm1 ‘hasing of t:-
o on for the tes A
marlne boats other than t.hatpm Holland t: a5E
The committee of conference have been u.nmotoagreeon the following

amendment:

On No. 91, as to “increase of the Navy ' and the method of construction
of new ships authorized, whether they shall be built by contract or some in
the Government navy-yards, or the whole subject be within the discre-
tion of the Secretary of the Nn.vy.

GEORGE EDMUND F

ALSTON G.DAYTON,
ADOLPH MEYER,
Managers on the part of the House,
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ELECTION CONTEST—HORTON AGAINST BUTLER.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker,in the spri;ﬁ of 1901 I wired
the governor of Misssouri from Republican headquarters at St.
Louis: “ This city is in the hands of a ballot-box stuffing mob,”
and then went on to say that he would be held responsible, etc.
This relates to the spring election, an exact duplicate of the fall
election of 1900. Let me say right here that the citizens of St.
Louis, not to speak of the Republicans at all, have no more con-
trol over their own elections than they have over the affairs of
Afghanistan, for the reason that the governor of the State, under
Democratic law, appoints the election board, and is thus placed
in almost absolute control, by a cunningly devised machinery, of
all our eiections.

Hence the governor's responsibility, to which I have just re-
ferred. I was prompted to send that message to the governor on
the morning of the day of election by reports coming to headquar
ters from half a dozen wards in the central portion of the city
that bands of Democratic repeaters were being driven in wagon
loads from one polling place to the other, and were voting again
and again by means of slips furnished them by some one on the
inside. These reports proved to be true, although at that time
we had no idea of the extent of the crimes which were being com-
mitted against the ballot. There were a number of hot-headed
young fellows at Republican headquarters who in wrathful indig-
nation demanded that fraud be met by force. We succeeded in
pacifying them by sending the dispatch I just referred to and by
pointing to the courts as our remedy. How bitterly we were dis-
appointed in this is now a matter of history.

e reply from Jefferson City was that the governor was not at
home, and when we appealed to the courts we were told by the
tribunal of last resort, the State supreme court, that the ballot
boxes could not be opened, because the secrecy of the ballot must
not be interfered with, This decision. effectually nailing up the
ballot boxes, was handed down just in time to prevent the frauds
and eriminal secrets of the ballot boxes from being revealed. It
gladdened the hearts, if they have any, of the perpetrators of
these election outrages, but it filled with righteous indignation
every honest man who loves his country and believes in the polit-
ical rights guaranteed by its institutions. -

As an American citizen I believe there is a redress under our

litical skies for every wrong. Therefore I appear before the
{))gr of public opinion, and, on behalf of anoutraged constituency,
which in this instance is a vast majority of the people of Mis-
souri, confidently lay our case before this House and the country.
1t is our last recourse. All other means of redress being denied
us, we pro to arouse the public conscience by laying the facts
before the highest authority, and then this fall we & appeal to
that authority, the people themselves, for a verdict upon that
issue alone. |Applause.

Mr. CLAYTOKE From what publication or document has the
gentleman been reading? |

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I decline to answer such a question.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him
one question?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will, with pleasure.

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is stated as an historical fact—I should
like to have your statement in regard to it—that the Republican
party in the gtat.e of Missonri gave Mr. McKinley 48 per cent of
the popular vote of that State at the election of 1900.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, between 47 and 48 per cent.

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is further reported that the present
apportionment law adopted by a Democratic legislature is so
arranged that the Republicans will have 1 representative out of
16. Is that correct?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The districts are so gerrymandered that
it is the intention of the Democrats to take 15 and graciously

ield us 1.
ylMr. GROSVENOR. That is all I wanted to know.

Mr. BOWIE. I would like the gentleman from Ohio to answer
me a question.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well.

Mr. BOWIE. Does the gentleman think that that has any-
thing to do with this case?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes.

Mr. BOWIE. How?

Mr. GROSVENOR. As raising a presumption, at least, thata
gimilar policy has been followed in other matters.

Mr. BOWIE. Then you think that because the Democrats
may have done something they ought not to have done, you ought
to go to work and do the same?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; the only object is to show how
your party is influenced in other things.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr, Speaker, I wish to say that I prefer
not to be interrupted. Iintend to present my argumentlogically,
and I believe that any guestion which gentlemen may feel in-
clined to ask will be answered in the course of my remarks.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will protect the gentleman from
interruption.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, St. Louisis a Republican city
b{l a large msi?rit-y. In 1896 McKinley carried it by 15,000.
Then came the Nesbit law, and the Republican majorities went
glimmering. They had disappeared as if by magic. The same
as the contestee in the case now under discussion, there are many
Democrats now holding offices in St. Lounis to which they have no
title. At two succeeding elections every Republican candidate
was slanghtered by the infamous methods which I have just de-
scribed. But when we instituted contests and proceeded to prove
that the incuambents were not legallis)'ﬁecbed, a partisan snpreme
conurt stopged us on the way to the ot boxes and told us in as
many words that, no matter how much evidence of frand they
may contain, these boxes must not be opened because the secrecy
of the ballot would thus be violated.

This ended the contests, of course. We had exhausted our
efforts to vindicate justice and the sanctity of the franchise. There
was general indignation among the people who still cherish these
things—treasures without which our republican form of govern-
ment would be but an empty word—but they were scoffed at and
derided on accountof their very impotence. There remained one
consolation, the fact that Congress could pass upon the election .
in the Twelfth district. Hundreds of public-spirited citizens came
immediately to the front, offering their mites for the institution
of a contest, and even if I attempted to describe it I could give
you but a faint idea of the sacrifices made and the sum total of
time, energy, and money expended to unearth the frauds and
gather the evidence in this case.

In this connection let me ask the question: Isthere another State
in this great Union of ours where the only method by which elec-
tion frauds may be detected is prohibited? There is none. Mis-
souri alone enjoys that unenviable distinction. And do you not
agree with me, Mr. Speaker, that there ou%ht to be a change;
that this alone should be the strongest possible inducement to the
voters to oust theparty which is responsible for such a humiliating
condition? And if you will bear with me, I will show you that it
is not partisanship which dictates these sentiments.

The demand for honest elections is certainly not a partisan de-
mand. If it were, the party opposing it wounld never see daylight
again, Itwould be an insult to the honest Democrats of Missouri
to assume that they would less vigorously denounce and repudi-
ate election frauds than the honest Republicans do. There may
be a difference in the intensity of feeling, and there may be those
who are disinclined to accept proof of fraud and corruption against

‘their own party, but if a party once stands convicted of fraud, by

positive and incontrovertible evidence, and the knowledge of it
becomes public property, then that party’s doom is sealed.

The reason is that the American people are instinctively for
fair play, and this instinct is much stronger than partisanship.
Moreover, no true American will stand idly by while the foun-
tainheads of popular government are being poisoned. He will
protest and will make common cause with anybody or any party
to protect his priceless heritage. Upon this, Mr. Speaker, are
f(_)(;u::lldéd our hopes in Missouri. [Applause on the Republican
side

I said ** positive and incontrovertible evidence of fraud and
corruption.”” This has been adduced in bulk in the Horton-
Butler contest now under discussion. It fills three thick volumes.

Nothing that I can say could add to the force of the indictment
contained in the majority report of the committee. That report
is a masterly array, in a nutshell, of all the intricacies of the
case, and for it the honorable chairman of the committee, the dis-
ﬁn%uished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLER] is entitled to the
highest commendation. His conscientious labors and those of his
able coworkers on the committee are nowhere more appreciated
I assure them, than in St. Louis and Missouri.

If partisanship instead of a sense of exact justice had actuated
them they would have reported in favor of seating the Republican
contestant. We shounld have been glad if they had reached such
a conclusion, but we accept their decision that no valid election
was held in the T'welfth district, as the just verdict of an unbiased,
fair-minded jury. I have not the time togointo details, nor shall
I rehash the facts and arguments which have already been so ably
and well presented by the gentlemen who preceded me. But for
a better understanding of the case it is necessary that I call atten-
tion to some of the more glaring features of that election, or of
what is dignified by that name.

In 1808 the total Republican and Democratic vote in the dis-
trict was 28,200. In 1900 it was 40,655, an increase of 12,346 in
two years, while in the adjoining district, which I have the
honor to represent and which has a much larger population, the
increase was but 9,000 votes. This plainly shows the padding of
the vote, but the fraud will become still more apparent when
you compare the relative increase in the party vote. While in
the Butler district the Democratic increase was over 9,000,
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namely, 9,115, as against a Republican increase of but 3,241; in
my district the increase in the vote of the two ies was almost
. exactly the same—about 4,500. And the same 1s true in the other
adjoining district, the one so ably represented by my colleague,
Mr. Joy. There, too, the corresponding increase in the Repub-
lican and Democratic vote is about even, namely, 7,700 in one
case and 7,300 in the other. Why this discrepancy? Mr. Joy
was elected by 2,600 plurality in 1898 and by 2,700 in 1900.
I was elected by 6,500 plurality in 1898 and by 6,400 in 1900.
These are the two adjoining districts. But in the Butler district
the Republican plurality of 2,300 was completely wiped out and
a Democratic plurality of 8,558 returned, a difference of nearly
6,000 votes! It is claimed that there were certain causes militat-
ing against the Republican ticket; but if this were true, surely
the same caunses would have operated in all districts alike, be-
cause all three are in the city of St. Lonis.

This, however, is not the case, as I have already shown. To
explain the abnormal Democratic increase in the Twelfth district
the claim is set up in the minority report that many Republicans
voted for the Democratic candidate because they did not like
their own. The figures do not bear out this assertion. In 1898
Major Pearce, an exceptionally popular candidate, received 15,510
votes in this district, while in 1900 Mr. Horton received 18,551, a
healthy and natural increase due to the Presidential election.
The fact is that whatever losses contestant may have suffered on

ersonal grounds were more than made ug by gains caused by

emocratic objections to contestee. Thus the abnormal increase
in the Democratic vote remains unexplained except on the theory
that gigantic frauds were perpetrst:s.

Circumstantial evidence, you say? Yes; but hundreds of citi-
zens have seen these frands perpetrated with their own eyes.
They have seen the repeaters as they were driven in wagonloads
from’ polling place to polling place; they have seen them enter;
they have seen the doors closed behind them, and they have seen
them emerge after their nefarions work was done. In many
places they saw how the Republican challengers and judges and
clerks were ejected, and they saw how all this was done under
the very eyes, with the connivance of and in some cases under
th%ll__‘vrotection of the police.

is is not circumstantial evidence, but what I have just re-
cited are stubborn facts which the minority of the committee by
no amount of sophistry can-explain away. There were about
seventy-five to a hundred of those repeaters or *‘ Indians,”’ as
they are called in slander of our aborigines. On election day
they were divided in smaller bands, and, each under the leader-
ship of a chief, sent out to do the work for which they had been
hired. The preparations for these election crimes had been so
openly and boldly carried on that weeks in advance the Repub-
lican leaders were fully advised of the plans of the Democratic

‘We knew that the registration lists had been padded with thou-
sands of frandulent names, and that each one of those names was
to be voted. They were registered in large numbers from staf)les,
saloons, coal yards, bawdy houses, and vacant lots. From the
stables of the Excelsior Hauling Company—an enterprise con-
trolled by Edward Butler, contestee’s father—97 men were regis-
tered, though it is a notorious fact that not more than two or
three men usually live there. To what extent frandulent regis-
tration has been carried on was shown later when 19,000 names
were dropped from the voters’ lists.

‘We were advised, I repeat it, of every detail of the scheme to
steal the election, but under the circumstances the Republicans
were well-nigh helpless. The election machinery and the police
organization were completely under the domination of the Demo-
cratic party. Should the Republicans resort to force to prevent
the perpetration of the frauds? Fortunately, calmer councils pre-
vailed, and as the only alternative left this plan was finally agreed
upon: That registered letters be addressed to those suspected of
false registration, and warrants be issued against all the persons
who could not thus be found.

These warrants were to be placed in the hands of deputy sheriffs
to be specially appointed for that purpose. It was an honest and
perfectly legal plan to prevent crime. Of course but a small per-
centage of the 1,500 registered letters which were sent out could
be delivered, but when the deputy sheriffs on the morning of the
election presented themselves at the polls with their warrants,
they were told by the police to move on. A State law, which pro-
vides that no electioneering shall be permitted within 100 feet of
the polls, was enforced by the police even against the officers of
the law. in which capacity the deputy sheriffs undoubtedly acted.

Under these circumstances no arrests could be made, because a
fraudunlent voter could be identified only when inside of the poll
he would announce his alleged name. Had the presence of a
deputy sheriff been permitted, he would have immediately arrested
his man, and probably the whole conspiracy wounld have been
nipped in the bud. It was for this reason that, as a result of a

dark-lantern conference at the Southern Hotel, orders were issued
to the police to keep the deputy sheriffs away from the polls.
These orders were carried out to the letter at each polling place.
Thus the last obstacle to the boldly arranged orgies of fraud was
swept away and a new chapter wasadded to the election history
of fair St. Louis which brings the blush of shame and indignation
to the cheek of every good citizen, irrespective of party affiliation.

Do not imagine, as evidently the conspirators did, that the pub-
lic conscience of St. Louis was dead or paralyzed. On the con-
trary, never in my life did I see it more thoroughly aroused.
Every avenue of lawful redress being closed, there was wild talk
of violence in every precinct of the district and city.

*Yes, there's a limit to the despot's power!
When the oppressed looks round in vain for justice,

en his sore burden may no more rne,
‘With fearless heart he makes appeal to Heaven,
And thence brings down his everlasting rights,

‘Which there abide, inalienably his,
And indestructible as are the stars,” ete.

In these words of the poet can best be deseribed what was upper-
most in the minds of the people. Riots and bloodshed were for-
tunately averted, as I said before, but for this the Democratic
bosses can claim no part of the credit. In view of the wrongs
and outrages committed against the Republicans at that election,
how absurd and ridiculous is the assertion made in the-minority
report that the Democratic leaders had met at the Southern
Hotel “ to discuss and consider ’—I follow the language of the
;gport—-“ what rights the Democratic party had left in St. Louis,
if any.”

It reminds me of the wolf in the fable who accuses the lamb
of muddying the water, though the wolf was standing upstream
and the lamb way down. It isadding insult to injury. B?is like
accusing aman of assault and battery wholies flat on his back, tied
hand and foot. The rights and privileges which the Republicans
of St. Louis enjoyed in the management of campaigns, insignifi-
cant as they always had been, were taken away from them by
the Nesbit law, an instrument specially designed for that purpose.

Let me tell you something about that law. It is asneat a piece
of partisan legislation ashas ever been brought to the notice of -

this House or the country. It applies to St. Louis alone. The
reason for this is that the great metropolis of the Mississippi Val-
ley, abreast with the best sentiment of the country, had dared to
give McKinley 15,000 majority, while most of the rural districts
of Missouri had rolled up their old-time Democratic majorities.
This was bitter, so the bosses went to the legislature and asked
that St. Louis be made Democratic by law.

Troubled by their consciences an
some of the Democratic members balked, but they were finally
whipped into line. The Nesbit law was passed,and it wasa b
moment, because from the birth of Nesbitism dates the decadence
of the Missouri Democracy. It was giving notice toall the people
of the State that Democratic majorities are no 1 r the natural
expressions of public opinion, but must henceforth be manufac-
tured by artificial devices. You see? But what are the provisions
of the law?

‘Well, the governor 1gt]g}poini:s three election commissioners, not
four, as in some Republican States, so that twomight beappointed
for each party; oh, no; only three—two Democrats and one Re-
publican, and the Republican, too, is one of his own choosing.
No matter how good a man the representative of the minority
party may be, you know that a pair always beats ace high. That
is the secret of the law. The rest is easy. The commissioners
have complete charge of the registration, locate the polling places,
and appoint the judges and clerks of election.

It is true that the Republican judges and clerks shall be recom-
mended by the city central committee of that party, the same as
the Democratic election officials, but there is no provision to pre-
vent the commissioners from arbitrarily substituting other names
for thoserecommended by the party committees. Wholesale
snbstitutions of this kind were made in the Twelfth district.
According to the law these substitutes should have been Repub-
licans, but what party they really belonged to was shown when
the ballots were examined. Fifty-four of these alleged Republic-
ans voted the Democratic ticket outright, three scratched Horton,
and three voted for the third party candidate.

Here we have the reason, too, why the election law of 1895, the
passage of which had been forced through thelegislature by pub-
lic opinion and a Republican lower house, was supplanted by the
partisan measure I am just discussing. It is becanse under the
old law Republican judges and clerks were sure to be appointed,
‘Why, this gave the Republicans an equal chance at &e polls,
therefore would never do! Under these circumstances do yon
blame the Republicans of 8t. Lonis for looking to Congress for
relief, for urging you first, that the fraudulent results of such
election methods be not recognized, and second, that the United
States Government throw such safegunards around Congressional
elections as to render a repetition of such ontrages impossible?

afraid of public opinion,
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Permit me to quote the ions of the recent State conven-
tion of the Republicans of i on this question. T insert
them here:

The fundamental doctrines of an honest ballot and a fair count compel
the earnest sttention and d 4 the unselfish support of every elector of
the State, irrespective of former political affiliations, because at present, b

virtoe of nnfair and partisan laws the Democratic legislature

ed a Democratic governor, in the great commercial centers,
namely, in St. Louis, Eansas City, and St Jogh, the whole matter of regis-
tration of all voters and the condnet of all elections for local as well as State

officers is in the exclusive power of boards selected by the governor, without
the consent of the local authorities or their people, and without such safe-
guards as will insure a fair expression of the voters’ will. ;
The partisan and infamous administration of the Nesbit law for St. Louis
in two elections has operated so successfully as to return the election of can-
didates who received a minority of the votes c:.gt and their title to office

was validated by a of a supreme e effact that the consti-
tutional Erﬂvidona au election contests was no longer applicable to
protect the honesty of the in that community.

We declare that in violation of these o}:rmclples self. ernment and in
contravention of the letter Mt the constitution, in order to keep in
wer politicians without on of & majority of the voters, numerous
time to time have been enacted by the Democratic legislature and

ons of the supreme court which vests in the governor the

to a varions boards and officers with nnlimited power
revenues of the cities of St. Louis, Kan-
voice or consent of the local authorities

wverned,

wa from
sole aw
over the & and muni
sas tﬁia‘g' and St. Joseph, without

O W Galare that all cities and towns in the Btste should be self

with full autherity to select and control their local and officers, levy
and collect a1l taxes and charges for local &:x}:oma and distribute them as
for ocal un -
L legislation of t.l}:tea gotatt}? and t.o‘tl:gs end we
our mhnmammdme & constitution as can

Jl:nt E nullified and construed away by our supreme court.
The platform adopted by the Congressional convention which
recently honored me with a renomination contains the following

plank, to wit:

‘We denounce the Democratic of this State for the passage of iniqui
tous election and oahwn.ensggdtym afnirexplmemmofthe‘leﬂi
of the people, and we invite all good cit: , irrespective of party, to join
with us for the of oo this crying evil and of reestablishing
a republican form of ernment in Missouri, such as will gnarantee an
honest electionand a count. The efforts of our Representativesin Con-

gress in behalf of a Federal election law have our hearty approval.

* And we invite all good citizens, irrespective of Earty, to join
" with us for the purpose of reestablishing a republican form of
government in Ali i.” Thismeans that whatthe Constitution
of the United States gnarantees to every State does not now exist
in Missouri. A rather broad assertion, is it not? And yet it is
literally true! Does the man, I ask yon, who comes to the polling
and finds that his name has already been voted enjoy a re-
publican form of government?
- Or does the community enjoy it in which one party, by means
of a partisan State law, turns a minority into a majority? Or
where repeaters are employed to stifle the ar will? I ask the
constitutional lawyers on the other side of the House. They will
also be interested to learn of a decision of our State supreme court
to the effect that a repeater shall go scot free if he votes a ficti-
tions name fraudulently placed on the registration lists. How
will you reconcile such a decision with public morals and consti-
tutional guaranties? Is therea in the wide world where the
judiciary has stooped so low in order to gain a partisan advantage
or to save a follower of its party from the penitentiary?

The minority say in their report that the House of Representa-
tives has no right to annul or set aside the laws of a sovereign
State, and this, by the way, is the only defense they wisely attempt
of the Nesbit law and its fraudulent results, if it is a defense at
all. That assertion is trme, of course. They might have gone

of the Missouri State su e court. y there is no
such power vested in this ¥, and no one claims there is. The
majority of the committee do not base their findings upon the
State law, but upon the facts.

They do not to annul the election becaunse of a partisan
law which makes fraud ible, but becanse of the fraudswhich
were actually commi under it. Incidentally, though prop-
erly, they attention to that iniguitous law and to the Demo-
cratic methods of its enforcement. We may have no right here
to change State laws and decisions, destructive though they are
of the people’s rights and liberties, but we have the right to cry
out against the wrongs inflicted upon uns, and in asking redress,
incidentally tell the country how Democratic victories in Missouri
are to be accounted for. They may not permit our votes to be
counted at home, but they can not gag us [Applause.]

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio (before the remarks of Mr. BARTHOLDT
were soncluded). ‘Will the gentleman yield for a motion to ad-

onrn?
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir; as the hour is late, I prefer to
conclude in the morning.
e . The gentleman from Missouri reserves the
balance of his time.

MONUMENT TO PRISON-SHIP MARTYRS.

The SPEAKER. If the genfleman from Ohio [Mr, TAYLER]
will withhold the motion to adjourn for a moment——

further and denied the right of Congress to qﬁm a decision

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I will do so,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House Senate
amendments to House joint resolution No. 6.

The amendments to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) in rela-
tion to & monument to prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brook-
Iyn, N. Y., were read, and, on motion of Mr. McCLELLAN, con-
curred in.

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAN, a motion to reconsider the
:r;li};ia by which the amendments were concurred in was laid on the

e.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committese on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and
thim resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed

€ same:

MEIJ{R 3519. An act granting an increase of pension to John
rble;

H. J. Res. 108. Joint resolution relative to the disposition of
pa}tent 'spec:Lﬁ' cation and drawing in the western district of Penn-
sylvania;

H. R. 11019. An act directing the Secretary of the Treasury to
bestow medals upon First Lieut. David H. Jarvis, Second Lieut.
Ellsworth P. Bertholf, and Samauel J. Call, surgeon, all of the
Revenue-Cutter Service;

H. R. 12097. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws in re-
B I 9308, An act granting w i ¢ pension to Ed

. R. : granting an increase o ion to Edwin
P. Johnson;
MHﬁe%iaéog% An act granting an increase of pension to Francis

H. R. 2978. An act for the relief of Joseph H. Penny, John W.
Penny, Thomas Penny, and Harvey Penny, surviving partners
of Penny & Sons; y .

H. R. 8327. An act to amend an act entitled “*An act for the
protection of the lives of miners in the Territories;”

H. R. 6005. An act granting a pension to James A. Chalfant;

H. R. 14247. An act to authorize the Charleston, Suburban
and Summerville Railway Company to construct and maintain
two bridges across Ashley River, in the State of Sonth Carolina;

H. R. 12056. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren
LB 06 dnyet peanting pension to Jacob Findle

o 5 gran a on aco :

H. R. 9187. An act granting an increase of pension to O];.rolina

A. Hammond;

]m]gi' R. 13598. An act granting a pension to Johm J, Souther-
H. R. 13123. An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex-

penses of the Government for the year ending J- uan? 30, 1903,

and for other purposes; -

BHI; R.ﬁ4182. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan

. Lynch; :

R. 12804. An act making a riations for the support of
thﬁrmy for the fiscal year andg:%r D‘.'f[::m.e 30, 1908; i

H. R. 2641. An act for the relief of Albion M. Christie;

H. R. 6570. An act to amend the act of May 12, 1900, authoriz-
ing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make
allowance for internal-revenue stamps; and

H. R. 8110. An act to provide for the construction of a canal
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans.

/ The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and
joint resolutions of the following titles:

8. R. 111. Joint resolution limiting the gratuitous distribution
of the Woodsman’s Handbook to the Senate, the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the t of Agriculture;

S. R..103. Joint resolution providing for the binding and dis-
tribution of public documents held in the custody of the Super-
intendent of Documents, unbound, npon orders of Senators,
Representatives, Delegates, and officers of Congress, when such
documents are not called for within two years after printing;

S. 4450. An act confirming in the State of South Dakota title
to section of land heretofore granted to said State; i

5. 5434, An act to authorize the city of Little Falls, Minn., to
construct a wagon and foot bridge across the Mississippi River
within the limits of said city; and

8. 4776, An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across
the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee
Central Railway or its successors.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
En'ted that they had presented this day to the President of the

nited States for his approval bills of the following titles:

H. R. 1456. An act granting a pension to William G. Miller;

H. R. 14208. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan-
der Murdock;

H. R. 14208. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Moore;
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H. R. 14042. An act granting an increase of pension to George |

AHS}:Rt't 14656. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
. Scott;

H. R. 4170. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry P.
Macloon;

H. R. 8769. An act for the relief of S. J. Bayard Schindel;

H. R. 8108. An act for the relief of John Hornick;

H. R. 6031. An act authorizing the payment of part of the
pension of Ira Steward to Adell Augusta Steward;

H. R. 6009. An act granting a pension to Absolum Maynard;
. H. R. 621. An act for the relief of Daniel Cherry;

H. R. 14802. An act for the purchase of real estate for revenue
and customs purposes at Wilmington, N. C.;

H. R. 2066, An act to change the terms of the district conrt for
the eastern district of Pennsylvania;
LaH' ]ﬁ 8840. An act granting an increase of pension to John H.

uchly;

H. R. 2063. Anact amending an act creating the middle district
of Pennsylvania;

H. R. 10178. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel

Thomas;
H. R. 6871. An act granting an increase of pension to Harman

n;
H. R. 8323. An act granting a pension to Daniel L. Mallicoat;
WH}.IBR. 5315. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin J.
ells; Y
H. R. 3500. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate O.

hillips;

H. ﬁﬁ 10933. An act to provide for the erection at Fredericks-
burg, Va., of the monument to the memory of Gen. Hugh Mer-
cer, which was ordered by Congress on the 8th day of April, 1777,
should be erected;

H. R. 12507. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebe-
nezer W. Oakley;

H. R. 12299. An act granting a pension to William C. Roberts;

H. R. 12648. An act to establish aregunlar term of United States
district court in Roanoke City, Va., and for other purposes;

H. R. 12284. An act granting an increase of pension to George
W. Shaw;

H. R. 14691. An act to authorize the construction of a pontoon
bridge across the Missouri River, in the county of Cass, in the
State of Nebraska, and in the county of Mills, in the State of

Towa;

H. R. 14111. An act to anthorize the construction of a bridge
across the Tennessee River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Har-
riman Southern Railroad Company;

H. R. 14221. An act granting an increase of pension-to Nancy
AR, 19800 An set i ing £ pension to H

. 12800, n an increase of pension oratio
N. Whitbeck; s e

H. R. 4556. An act to amend an act entitled *‘ An act tosupple-
ment existing laws relating to the disposition of lands,” etc., ap-
proved March 3, 1901;

H. R. 18650. An act to correct the military record of James M.
Olmstead;

H. R. 10279. An act to pay the claim of Stephen B. Halsey:

H. R. 12205. An act to provide for circuit and district conrts of
the United States at Valdosta, Ga.; and

H. R. 13676. An act making appropriations for the support of
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903,
and for other purposes.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, bills and joint resolutions of the
Senate of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table
and referred to their a;;propriate committees as indicated below:

S. R. 124. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of the
memorial address on the life and character of William McKinley,
late President of the United States, by the Hon. John Hay, before
the two Houses of Congress—to the Commifttee on Printing.

S. R. 127. Joint resolution authorizing the loan of plans and
drawings of park improvements of the District of Columbia—to
the Committee on the Library.

S. R. 123, Joint resolution for the relief of Naval Cadet Wil-
Ham Victor Tomb, United States Navy—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By nnanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. StEvess of Minnesota, for five days, on account of im-
portant business.

To Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, for five days, on account of
important business.

MILITIA

Mr. DICK. I ask unanimous consent that immediately after
the pending election case is disposed of, the bill (H. R. 11654) to

promote the efficiency of the Army, be taken nup inthe Honse and
be a continuning order until disposed of, not to interfere with con-
ference rts or motions to suspend the rules.

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not understand that
this request is made with the concurrence of the minority of the
committee, and for the present I shall have to object.

Mr. DICK. I will say to the gentleman that the proposition
has the unanimous concurrence of the minority members of the
committee. The report is unanimously signed.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest to the tleman
to withhold this matter until to-morrow morning. e can not
get through the election case until 2 ar 3 o’clock to-morrow,
and there will be ample time meanwhile to confer with the minor-
ity of the committee. If they assent, I shall make no objection.

Mr. DICK. Very well. -

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I renew the motion to adjonrn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 15
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commu-
?i}c]ation was taken from the Speaker's table and referred, as

ollows:

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
Philip M. Buckey, administrator of estate of Philip J. Buckey
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and
ordered to be printed. 3

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol-
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows:

Mr. DAVIS of Florida, from the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate
(8. 6119) to authorize the Pensacola, Alabama and Tennessee
Railway Company to erect, maintain, and operate a railway
bridge across the bama River,in Wilcox County, in the State
of Alabama, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a reﬁort (No. 2705); which said bill and report were referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
15270) to amend an act entitled *“An act atthorizing the Aransas
Harbor Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across
the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings
ship channel, in Aransas County, Tex.,”” reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2706); which said
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. SHACELEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate
(S. 6070) to authorize the constructionof a bridge across the Mis-
souri River, at a point to be selected, within 5 miles north of the
Kaw River, in Wyandotte County, State of Kansas, and Clay
County, State of Missouri, and to makethe same a post route, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a
(No. 2707); which said bill and report were referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 215) regulating the
duties and fixing the compensation of the customs inspectors at
the port of New York, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 2708); which said bill and report
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr, BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, reported the bill of the House (H. R. 15289) to regulate
the sale of viruses, serums, foxins, and analogous products in
the District of Columbia, to regunlate interstate traffic in said
articles, and for other purposes, as a substitute in lien of H, R.
13392, accompanied by are (No. 2713); which said bill and re-
port were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15008) to amend
an act entitled *“An act to amend the statute in relation to the
immediate hm:?ortaﬁon of dutiable goods, and for other pur-
poses,” approved June 10, 1888, the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2714): which said bill and .
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. DICK, from the Comnmittee on Military Affairs, to which
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was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4426) to authorize the Sec-
retary of War to loan arms to the institutions having companies
of the Boys' Brigade connected therewith, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2715); which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 14379) for the erection of a memorial build-
ing or monument at Fort Recovery, Ohio, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No.2718); which said bill
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (5. 3791) to provide suitable
medals for the officers and crew of the United States vessel of
war Kearsarge, reported the same without amendment, accompa-
nied by a report (No. 2721); which said bill and report were re-
{?rged to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

nion. .

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Labor,
to which was referred the hill of the House (H. R. 15157) to
authorize the appointment of boards of investigation and arbitra-
tion, and to define their powers and duties, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2722); which said bill
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
’ RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally repo from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8132) to remove the
record of dishonorable dismissal from the military record of John
Finn, alias Flynn, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 2709); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 661) authorizing the restoration of the name
of Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain, Seventeenth United States
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be
placed on the list of retired officers, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2716); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. %?SCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 917) for the relief of
Henry Cook, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 2717); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 4083) for the relief of Surg.
John F. Bransford, United States Navy, the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2719); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Senate (S. 3317) authorizing the President to appoint
Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the rank of com-
mander, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (Jg 2720); which said bill and report were referred to
thaegg'ivate Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows:

By Mr. PEARRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 15286) to revise,
equalize, fix, and adjust special assessments levied for street ex-
tension benefits in the District of Columbia—to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15287) to amend
an act relating to the removal of timber and stone from the In-
dian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 15288) relating to proofs in home-
stead and other claims to public lands and punishing false swear-
ing therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the
Public Lands. y bt

By Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of
Columbia: A bill (H. R. 15289) to regulate the sale of viruses,
serums, toxins, and analogous products in the District of Colum-

. bia, to regulate interstate traffic in said articles. and for other
purposes, as a substitute for H. R. 13392—to the House Calendar,

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 15294) authorizing attor
neys and counselors duly admitted to the Supreme Court of the

United States to appear and practice in all the district and circuit
courts of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 320) relating to the consideration of
H. J. Res. 198—to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 321) referring House
bills Nos. 2744, 2747, 3801, 8918, 3020, 4780, 4781, 6973, 7260, 7262,
70515('}, and 8222 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

aims.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
}.h]e] following titles were introduced and severally referred, as

ollows:

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bhill (H. R. 15290) granting an in-
crease of pension to John T. Collins—to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions. :

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15291) granting
a pension to Patrick W. O’Donnell—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 15292) granting a pension
to Harry Hirschensohn—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 15293) for the
relief of Joseph Flewhart—to the Committes on War Claims.

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 15285) granting an increase of pen-
sion to John Ford Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 15296) to remove the charge
of desertion and correct the military record of Isaac B. Goforth—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Towa: A bill (H. R. 15297) to correct the
gili record of William Vickory—to the Commifttee on Mili-

by airs.

Aylso, a bill (H. R. 15298) for the relief of C. A. Berry—to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15209) granting an
increase of pension to Henrietta V. West—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 15300) granting a pension
to Delania Preston, widow of William G. Preston—to the Com-
mittee on Pensions. .

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 15301) for
the relief of W. P. Lane, administrator of W. K. Lane—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 15302) to remove
the charge of desertion against Charles H. Vogt—to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs, :

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Israclite Alliance of Amer-
icain relation to the attitude of the Russian Government toward
American citizens attempting to enter its territory—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BALL of Delaware: Papers to accompany House bill
No. 11531, for the relief of Georgiana McNott—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, pa%er to accompany House bill 7967, granting a pension
to Robert Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to awomgany House bill 10982, granting an in-
crease of pension to John T. Lungren—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. :

Also, papers to accompany House bill 9978, granting a pension
to Columbus Robey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BATES: Papers to accompany House bill granting an
increase of pension to Henry Tryon—to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions.

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance
of America relating to the discrimination against the Jews by
the Russian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, protest of American Committee on Human Rights and
Justice. of Philadelphia, Pa., against alleged injustice to Catho-
lics in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs.

By Mr. DICK: Petition of Mrs. E. S. Sherer and 728 other citi-
zens of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, and vicinity, for an amendment to
the Constitution preventing polygamous marriages—to the Com-
mittee on the J udjciar‘y;.

Also, resolutions of Order of Railway Telegraphers, Ashtabula
Division, No. 36; Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Lake Shore .
Lodge, No. 84, and Team Drivers’ Union, all of Ashtabula, Ohio;
Journeymen Stonecutters’ Union and Retail Clerks’ Union, both
of Akron, Ohio, favoring the restriction of immigration of cheap
labor from the south and east of Europe—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of East Plymouth Grange, No. 1548, Patrons of
Husbandry, East Plymonth. Ohio, opposing the branch banking
bill—to the Committee on Banking and Currency.
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Also, petition of Journeymen Stonecutters’ Union, No. 4, of
Akron, Ohio, urging the use of the Cleveland sandstone in the
Federal building to be erected in Cleveland, Ohio—to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ¥

Also, petition of Taplin, Rice & Co., Akron, Ohio, urging the
policy o?%rotection to American industries in reciprocity conces-
sions—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of J. W. Watrous and 5 others of Ashfabula,
Ohio, favoring House bill 5286, providing for the classification of
the salaries of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of the First National Bank of Warren, Ohio, for
the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on bank capital and sur-
plus—to the Committee on Ways and Means. il

Also, petition of saloon and hotel keepers of Conneaut, Ohio, in
favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the tax on dis-
tilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. !

Also, petition of James E. Shallenberger, of Pigqua, Ohio, in re-
lation to House bhill to retire officers in the Regular Army—to the
Committee on Military Affairs. :

Also, resolutions of Eadie Post, No. 37, of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio,
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the construction of war
ships in the United States navy-yards—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Hod Carriers’ Union No. 8778, of Akron,
Ohio, in regard to employees in navy-yards—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Also, resolution of the same union for the exclusion of Chinese
laborers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of a meeting of citizens of New
Yor{r, in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government fo-
ward American citizens entering its territory—to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of America,
relating to the discrimination against the Jews by the Russian
Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FOERDERER: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of
America, of New York City, approving the action taken by the
House of Representatives as to the attitude of the Russian Gov-
ernment toward American citizens of Jewish birth attempting to
enter its territory—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, protest of American Committee on Human Rights and
Justice, of Philadelphia, Pa., against alleged injustice to Catho-
lics in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs.

By Mr. GOLDE’OGLE: Protest of the Wine, Liguor, and Beer
Dealers’ Association of the State of New York, against the pas-
sage of House bill 14019, increasing the liquor license in the Dis-
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Also, resolutions of West End Woman’s Republican Associa-
tion; United Garment Workers of America, and Electrical Work-
ers’ Union No. 8, of New York, in favor of the proposed increase
of pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of
America in relation to the attitude of the Russian Government
toward American citizens attempting to enter its territory—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. :

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of retail drnggists of Peoria, Ill., in
favor of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Engineers and Firemen’s Union
of Jersey City, N. J., for increase of pay of letter carriers—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Papers to accompany House bill
ranting an increase of pension to Henrietta V. West—to the
ommittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of America
asking relief from Russian hostile action against the Jews—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Israclite Alliance of Amer-
ica 1n relation to the attitude of the Russian Government toward
American citizens attempting to enter its territory—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MERCER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 15261
granting an increase of pension to Louis Lowry—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MEYER of Lonisiana: Paper to accompany House bill
to correct the military record of Charles H. Vogt—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, resolution of the Louisiana Bar Association in opposition
to the adoption of Senate bill 5383, requiring the United States
circuit court of appeals for the fifth cireuit to hold a session in
Atlanta—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MOON: Petition of retail druggists of Chattanooga,
Tenn., in favor of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of citizens of Montgomery County,

Md., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, for the repeal of the
tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Israelite Alliance of
America approving the action of the House in relation to the re-
ligions discrimination against American citizens by Russia—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Israelite Alliance of Amer-
ica, urging the United States Government fo take steps to secure
from Russia a removal of the discrimination against citizens on
account of religion—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Papers to accompany House bill
granting an increase of pension to Robert D. Davis—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Brother-
hood of Locomotive Engineers No. 833, St. Paul, Minn., against
the substitute for the Hoar anti-injunction bill—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Papers to accompany
war claim of W. P. Lane—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of Israelite Alliance of America,
relating to the discrimination against the Jews by the Russian
Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill 13843, grant-
ing an increase of pension to O. D. Heald—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.
SATURDAY, June 28, 1902.

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington.
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. BErrY, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.
THOMAS WILKINSON.

Mr. BERRY. Yesterday evening, at the request of one of my
colleagnes in the House, I called up a pension bill. I gave by
mistake the wrong number to the clerks, and a bill was passed
not intended by me to be considered. I know nothing about the
merits of the bill, and I do not know whether the beneficiary de-
gires that the bill shall be passed at this session or not.

Therefore I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill was
ordered to a third reading and passed, and ask that it be placed
upon the Calendar. It is the bill (H. R. 5458) granting an in-
crease of pension to Thomas Wilkinson.

Mr. PETTUS. I will inquire what the bill is about.

Mr. BERRY. Itisa pension bill, and there was a mistake in
the number. I know nothing about the bill. I do not know
whether it is a meritorious bill or not. I do not know whether
the beneficiary of the bill desires to have it passed at this session,
for the reason that it is thonght by many that bills passed now
can not be signed. I do not wish to be responsible for the pas-
sage of a bill that I know nothing about, and I therefore move to
reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third read-
ing and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks
unanimons consent that the votes by which the bill (H. R. 5453)
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wilkinson was read
the third time and finally passed may be reconsidered. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none. The Chair understands that
the bill has not been sent to the House.

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS.

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the subject the Sen-
ator from Arkansas has alluded to, I will state that I have been
importuned by some Senators and a great many members of the
House to have the Pension Calendar cleared. I have said to them
all that I felt very sure that if we passed the bills now on the
Calendar they would fail of approval. For that reason I have
not taken action in that direction. I make the public statement
so that members of both Houses may understand the reason why
the bills are allowed to remain on the Calendar,

Mr. BERRY. It was because the chairman of the Committee
on Pensions had made that statement to me that I preferred to
have the bill reconsidered, because I did not wish to have a hill
passed where the beneficiary might not desire it.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. HALE submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disa einﬁ votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the SBenate to the bill (H. K. 15108) making appropria-
tions to supply deficiencies in the ap‘gropriatlom for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1 and for prior years, and for other pm"lposes, having met, after
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their tive Houses as follows:

That the Benate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 8, 14, 15, 16, 17,
27, 28, 83, 38, 87, T1, T4, 75, 78, 77, 78, 79, 84, €5, and 95,

That the House recede from its d]sagraemont to the amendments of tho
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